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Miniſtring expreſly and manifeſtly the great” 
Neceſſaries of Publick Worſhip Rc. 


— 


4 * V— — 


I x ſometimes comes to Flt, that to . up 4 
decaying Reputation, Men do but go the Way more 


effectuaſly to deftroy it and ſo encreaſe yet more 9 


their own Unhappineſs, by a diſingenudus Pride 
which makes them ſcorn to retract any the groſſeſt 
Errors whereof they have been convicted, by a har- 
dy Perſeverance in aſſerting and repeating over again 
What they never can prove, and by an angry and 
poeeviſh Spirit, which cauſes them to loſe all Temper . 
and to run out into imprudent and unmanly Refles 
xions on Perſoas and Things which do not ar all afs 
fett the true Merits of the Cauſe. f | 


Pref. to the Supplement to Lay-Baptiſits invalid. 
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B Have been for ſome Time 

g unreſ{oly'd, whether 1 ſhould 

FS take any Notice of this extra- 


. 


oxdinary Performance, which. 


% 


© brings ſo heavy and undeſer- 
ved a Charge againſt 'dur ex- 

cellent. Church, as that ſhe has. 

A not a valid Euchariſt, and that 

oy 7 her Miniftration thereof is in- 
e => Jccd no better than a direct 
Locking of, Gad. And 1 the rather thought myſelt 

at Liberty to deſpiſe the impotent Rage, Witk which 


-< 2420 - #72 4 i , A 25 
this Writer is o end tranſported ; becauſe 
be can't but be conſcious all he has ſaid is already 
prevented either in the two. Dill courſes, or in a Re- 
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= | 04 ghts 1 determin'd*to- 171 Pen tie Weg 
nſe, s well as Danger of his Deſign, A. CAL 


nencies, which have ſwell'd his Piece to 
2 Bulk: I ſhall take no farther Notice of them, 1 5 


| ply. to the very fame Reaſonings 10 now produces, 


ſeat him in. Manuſcri r 
enth before the Publication hie cara Hefe. 
uit let any of weak Judgment, - EN Wiſh 
1 between big Words and ſound eee 
her de drawn into or continizd in 


Labour. a. Twelve- 


. _ 540 Tn Yr 
WOES 


proper Check to his unparalle!'d? ee 
gumentative Part of his Book,” fox 
tend to confine myſelf, lies in a very ſmall . 
As for his diſingenuous Treatment of a very worthy ._ 
and valuable Perſon by moſt ſcandalouſly betraying 
the Secrets of private Correſpondence; and for the 
frequent Tautologies, and dull and- Ka e. Imperti- 


enors us 


to wiſh him the Grace to repent of the one, and to 


wonder ſo judicious a Writer, as he wou'd needs be 


thought, .could be guilty of the other. 


I atkhowledge i it as moſt certain, the 3 I Be- 


| ginning of Chriftianity to the CounciFof Nice and 


ong after, the Catholick Church was united in one 
holy Doctrine, Diſcipline and Manner of W orſhi | 
And I affirm it is as. certain, that the Church wap? 
land agrees with the Catholick Church-of thoſe A 
in all Effentials thereof; and that therefore no as 
is neceſlitaked to leave her Communion for 'any 

imaginary Defect. And for the Matters in Debate, 
whoever pleaſes. may offer the mixt Cup; and any. 
bumble. unprejudic'd Perſon, not puft up with 00 | 
high. a Conceit of himſelf, or bent upon keepingaip, 
a moſt deſtructive Separation, will without any. Difs: 
ficulty diſcern that there is a ſufficient Proviſion for” 
the other three Points. He ſays ſome learned. Bi- 
ſnops with their Primate once thought otherwiſe. 

J Will not diſpute. the Right of the Primacy, tho' he 
knows it was all along difallow'd : Zut I am apt to 


believe there is a ſmall Miſtake i in the Word, their; e a 
__ lefs 


1.8 


nded to a Neig] 


uring Church and 
ubſcrib'd at that Time. 
hy Nerſon of another Na- 


plain Drift of his dangerous Purpoſe. Ader May 
Vainly imagine he and the few in a,black.Conipiracy 
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ern chat this Dodkrine ſubwerts the Million both of 


alle Church of England and bis Own? I appeal then 


1 ” a6 ta © - 23a - =. 12 us 6 F — 
to the common 'Serife' aud Underſtanding of all Men, 
Whether he is not with his expreſfs and manifeſt Minj- 


* 


ſfrution paving the W ay to Popery, ande iving a 
broad Intimation he will ſhortly-reftionnce both bis 
Orders and his Baptiſm too, as beitg adminiſter'd'by _ 


10 better Hands than thoſe of an Un. orthodex, be. 

retical Layman, and will at length reduce himſelf to 

the State of a good Catholiek Catechiithe b 
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Ap to demonſtrate farther the natural Tendency. 


of this Writer's Principles; Is it not very well known 
it has been the avow'd Practice of the Romaniſts, to 
arraign the Church of England of förbidding the mixt 
Cup, condemning Prayers for the Saints departed}; 
denying the Euchariſt to be à Sacrifice, and Wanting 


3 s N 


a due And lawful Conſeeration of the holy Elements 


for lack of the Prayer in the Roman Miſſal? The 
Thing is too apparent to be queſtion' d and he mult not 
think to put out our Eyes, that we mayn't ſee whither 


he is retreating, and whither he hopes to lead thoſe, who f 


. 


will be ſo blind and ſo unthinking as to follow him; 
JCCCCCCCCC DSPAHI0K- TE VE: 
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Bo x notwithſtanding” this bold and "injurious Re- 
proach of the Romaiiiſts and of this Gentleman their 


Aſſoeiate, it is very certain the Chiireh of England is 
entirely clear of it; and on the contrary all the Arti- 


cles contended for (if they are really neceſſary as 
he pretends, tho“ he knows he cant prove them all 
to be ſo; nor anſwer the Arguments he has had long 
in his Hands againſt his Opinion) are ſo ſufficiently 
in the Church's Office, as that it is' 4 great Shame 
Men upon this Score ſhould moſt unmercifully de- 
vour and worry one another, and ſeveral ſhould whol- 
I ſeparate from \ STi. en Ofithe SHE K- 2 RO ; 
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H pretends indeed, that the Church has not thofe 


oseprefs Miniftrations' which are to be found in his 
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at Ep fort 
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forth by us as by him. But I wou'd have him be. 
ware he don't in Reality manage his oWn Quarrel 


while he counterfeits ſtanding up for the Goty of | 
God. Is it not enough for him to! doat upomhis ben 


wild Fancies; and having enibracld thoſe fond Gon- 


ceits through Ignorance or Prejudice to contend with 
Heat and Acrimony for them but he muſt needs 
draw in the Majeſty of God, and make him a Party 
in the Buſineſs, as if the Cauſe: were God's, as if in 
all he himfelf had Iaid or done, he had ſought no- 
thing more than. him and his Glory, nothi ng leſs 
than himſelf and his own Intereft; and Credit? A- 
las, what a! Pity it is, nays: what a; Shame, that 


— 


Conſcience, Religion, the Honour of God and tbe 


vindicating his Glory ſhould be made a Stale to ſuch 
ill Purpoſes as Faction, Schiſm and private Revenge? 


Vet they are apparently made ſo by. this incompara- 


ble Writer. For the Truth is, the; Glory» of, God: is 
not at all concern'd in this Buſineſs. The Practices 


he makes ſuch a huge Stir: and Pother about are, all 


manifeſtly enough contain di in our Church's. Office, 
if we come with Minds heartily diſpos'd to the) Pre- 


ſervation of Unity, Which is the: beſt and ſureſt oY | | 


of doing Honour to God; the contrary Method, whi 
he delights: himſelf in, of ſowing and 3 
Faction and Diviſion, | tending to hothing but to diſ- - 
credit and diſgtace our holy Religion, and therein 
Our bleſſed Saviour himſelf, the Author of it. 2 1 B&W | 
V Ben ue 
H x likewiſe contends, that his May of miniſtring 
is more edifying than that of the Church. But we 
ſhall ſee e'er we come to tlie End, whether it is in- 
deed ſo or no. The ſame Things are moſt aſſuredly 
en wer in our Office as in his; the Expreſſions are 
folenin and fignificant, and excellently. adapted to 
the Iuſtruction of thoſe who join in it. To ſay that 
his Office is more edifying is: but Humour and Fan- 
cy, and may as eaſily be denied by others as aſſirm d 
by him And beſides if this bis Plea of better edi- 
byitig: (which by: ithe: by 8 ſome of 
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che old Leaven of his Presbyterian Education remain: 
ing in bim) were a reaſonable Caufe of Separation; 


the Church of Chriſt muſt _ o have periſh'd in 
the Multiplicity of Fractions, which this fanatical Pre- 
tence muſt have occaſion'd. For who in the leaſt 


acquainted'with the Hiſtory of the Church is ignorant, 
that the different Parts of it had different Liturgies? 
And no Queſtion but each had a better Opinion of - 


it's Own than thoſe of others, and yet there never 
was any Quarrel or Schiſm on this Account, but all 


* 
. 


maintain'd a recipretal Communion.” What wonders . 


this Sham of better edifying will work, may well be 


learnt from this remarkable Story, The Sectaries 
in Q. Elizabeth's Time made Complaint to the Lord 
Burleigh againſt the Liturgy; upon Which that wiſe 


Statefman cunningly deſir'd they would conſult about 


making a better. The firſt Claſſis accordingly made 
_ 4' new one; but this the ſecond diflik'd and alter'd in 


600 Particulars, that again had the Fate to be quar- 
rel'd by che third Claſſis, and what the- third refoly'd 


this Gentleman and his Friends may one Day ſplit 
upon the ſame Rock:? We know their Minds are much 


altered ſince the framing of the new Office; as 1 ſhall 
make appear preſemiy to a Demonſtration: And in- 


deed,” when once Men take the Liberty to depart from 


weir Kube given en by that publick Authority which 
God has ſet over them; there is no End of wandering, | 


of dividing and ſubdividing, till every little wretched 


Chip ſets itfelf up for the whole Catholick Church, 


and in the Abufidante of it's Pride fwells till it fan- 
eies itſelf the entire Building. And now TL would de- 


ſtre to know; whether this is not à pretty Way to 


advance God's Hondur and edify and 5 — 
Church in Love, when fuch Voices as theſe are heayd 
among us, 1 amd Paul, and I f Cephas, and Tef 

llos,- when one muſt have the Offices fram'd af- 
terithis: Faſhion, àzucther after that? And is hot the 
Shurch excellentlx welk etify'd and compacted ibyithe 
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ſign of Edification;) when the Workmen fall out with 


one anotber, and growing to hot Words and from 


Verse Bl 


| OWS, in! ead of building, .pull all the Stones 
arunder, and fall a thruſting their Troyels in one 
another's Faces? But now if inſtead of embarking 


God and his Glory ſo deep in ſuch trifling Buſineſs, 
-Men-:wou'd in; Matters and Opinions of an inferiour 


Nature, as ſome of theſe were always accounted, en- 
deavour by a friendly and peaceable Carriage and 
by promoting Affection and Charity among Brethren 
approye to Sod, the World and their own Conſci- 


ences, that they ſincetely intend the Glory of God:; 


and if by keeping their own Ranks and Stations both 
Superiours and Inferiours would honeſtly arid faith- 
fully perform their reſpective Duties and refuſe no 
lawful Means of compoſing! the: ſcandalous Differen- 
ces, Whichthave rag'd with ſo much Violence, and 


| ſo pleaſe hd grati y each other to their Good to E- 


difi cation; We might once more be happy, and aſ- 


| ſure, ourſelves: of God's Bleſſing upon our united En- 


deavours,, which we have no Reaſon to expect in our 


| unſettbd and diſtracted State. „ : An 
Sli n ili 16 ier in 


Tus Gentleman wou'd fain degrade our Mini- 


2 i. 
13 


ſtration of te Holy Euchariſt as low as the feint Sha- 


dbws of the Moſaic. Diſpenſation, and: moſt ridicu- 
louſly miſapplies ſome Texts of Scripture to inſinuate 
the Church df England has clap'd a Veil upon ſome 


neceſſary Truths; whereas in the End it will appear 


the Veil iso no where but upon his own Heart and 
Underſtanding: In order to prove which I ſhalb now 


addreſs. myſelf tooſhew, that the Points in Diſpute 
are grey and maniſeſilj enough in our Church's Li- 


turg y. and that therefore he can't diſcharge himſelf 


of:ihe Guilt of Schiſm in continuing a cauſeleſs Se- 
paration ibm her. 511 ſhall begin with r 45713036 6 
-6923b. 96+ 04.206 21-5343 11567 woOli, 01 Gas. wifes! 
| e ran e. 1 
2 Hund ach id A007 + hut 200%. TOLL 111 = 
197824 | | | | 


* KY 

* * . 
# * — 

5 5.8 8 

3 $ "4" of 
* * 

; 

——̃ 1 

— ä—ä— —ä 
; 


* 2 *% 
FFP 


« 
” 
4 ” 
. — * es: . Wot 6: te” 2 2 A CLE in att. 3: og.” 9 
— Mee — — bu Aigioeo nile M — pA mots — — — = rn eres bh _—_— I" 
. 
- = - = - a 


7 7 1 
—— 


* — 7 1 * ” 
CN ea — ˙⸗ TOs 
2 4 e q 22 


Y : 

: 

, ' 

o : 
—— — ——— — 22 NTT — ——ͤꝛñ—æä — 

7 2 , » q 2 
bd 9 - = \ 
- = =_ = — a 8 * 


— 


1 8 


A ” 9 
” 2 $f ; 
> 2 1 
& % * 2 * f 9 l 
; * 4 
bo + * F ad £ 
* * 2 1 : 7 

; | . - F : * 

% , , f P go » 
E © 1 * S LB 7 | * * » \ a 
* £ l 2 FM , „ 
1 FRY * 1 1 17 15 WF 


? 
:! „ „ „ USD, Wh ER was 
1 S 5 4 74 7 . 4 2 + # 14 * 1 4 S 3 1 E * 41 * i} 
* * * 


« * * _ 
, =. >: * ö Wi" 2 : < [ i IF - ö A Ez 2% ' 8 *% 7+ 
CCC | HO” 8 Hob 1 * ͤꝰ˙ APS AES . 2 [I bo 10 Ann. 
4 ” 7 9 CY - - : 2 1 0 
* 0 Wr 3 L * 4 2 * ö 1 = . by "1 S : + IF fo, "2 . 2 Bb 
g + 4 . 8 . : 4 R N 2 1 LH ' / 
' # 4 AS 30 Bo AR. NE 9 * = Fn & a#2 > T 2 ©2264. 
6 - 2 £ 5 "oP 2 BY My 1 
WP IRE * * LS. =# £33 ' i 44 „ 


— 


* 


2 x * % 3 : % * 1 ” F * 
2 ent 5 o f 
* 2 
4 $1 «2 3 " 3 5 7 
14 5 # % I" $ 4 - 
- + * 0 * 2 


Ha vixe written pretty largely upon (this Subject 
in the Two Diſcourſes, and therein endeavour'd to 
{ prove, that the Church of England has an expreſs and 
RF : _ _ -manifeſt, Prayer of Conſecration, wherein God is be- 
3 : ſought to make his Creatures of Bread and Wine 
5 the Body and Blood of Chriſt, or which is all one, 
the Communion thereof to the Receivers: I thought 
I had Reaſon to expect in a Book purpoſely ſet forth 
to diſcredit our Church's Office in this Particular to 
find a full Anſwer to the Arguments made Uſe of in 
the Diſcourſes. But to my great Surprize and Diſ- 
1 appointment I found little or no Notice taken of them; 
11 hardly any Thing more than an ill-natur'd Character 
5 | of my Book, and the old: baffled Arguments ſerv'd 
= | - Ap again with his uſual Confidence and Spleen.” But 


&o —_— — _ - #4 a” — 
„ — 


| he muſt. not think to come off ſo: I mu beg him 
| a-little to lay afide his Talent of railing, at which he 
| is:acknowledg'd to be very expert, and at length think 


| ſeriouſly of making a Reply to my Vindication of 
; our Church; which if he finds:a-troubleſome Task, 
I Wou'd deſire the very judicious and learned Clergy- 
man of his Acquaintance, who is pleas'd to paſs ſo 
obliging a Cenſure upon my Book, to give him his 
Aſſi ſtance upon the Occaſion. I do aſſure em I have 
. ſo good an Opinion of my Cauſe, and am ſo little 
| afraid of his feeble Efforts, or even of the ſtouteſt 
| Attacks of the whole Faction put together, that L 
[ think it no great Act of Boldnefſsto provoke em to 
the Attempt, not doubting by God's gracious Aſſiſt- 
* ance but to make all the World Witneſſes of their 
| 2 and to ſhew their Cauſe is not to be defen- 
ie ed. BI ; : . = 


1 have in my Book fully evinc'd, that the Church's 
CL RIGA. 


— 


— 


5 I 
Prayer is a plain and expreſs Inyocation of God to "= 
make the Creatures of Bread and: Wine to alldnrencs 1 1 
and Purpbſes the Body and Hood of Chriſt tol the | MY 
Receivers. To which he anſwers nothing; but that 
it is aſtoniſning and amazing 1 mould affirm it. But 
the Truth is, I have prov'd it, as well as affi m'd it, 
by comparing this Prayer Withathe publick and avow. 1 
ed Doctrine of fthe Church, by producing the Teſt im. 
mony of the möſt Jearned Men in it all along from 0 
the very Beginning of the Reformation, and by ſhew- | f 
ing the Words themfelves areonot capable of any 
other Meaning. Now what has he ſaid in Reply? : 
= Has he ſhewn that 1 have given a wrong Account 
8 of our Church's Doctrine, or that her Doctrine of 
the Euchariſt is erroneous? Has he ſo: much as at: 
tſtempted to prove that our famous and learned Di. 
vines have falſſy interpreted the Prayer in her Of. 
fice? or that the Explanation I have given is not 
true and genuine? If be bas not, as tis evident he 
neither has nor can, does he expect his peeviſn Pre- 
judices, and froward and ungrounded Aſſertions will 


g0 for any Thing 


I Qhave produc'd the Teſtimony of our greateſt and ' 
moſt eminent Biſhops: and Divines for fixing the 
Senſe of our Conſecration Prayer. To this he has 
nothing to object, but that it is only their private 
Judgment. As if Men of ſuch admirable Senſe and 
Learning muſt not be allow'd to underſtand the Means 8 
ing of their Common- Prayer Book, and their unani- h 
mous Judgment were of leſs Value and Authority, | 
than the inſignificant Opinion of this perverſe Wri- 
ter. Does it not make every Reader ſmile to fee 
him, whoſe Education we are not unacquainted with? -— 9 
have ſo notable a Conceit of his own Senſe and Abi 1 
bp lities as to inſinuate, that the Biſhops, Jewel, Bilſon, | | 
| Morton, Lau, and all in both Churches Who appro- 
ved the Scottiſh Liturgy, Caſin, Wake, Beuerege; Hickes, 
and thoſe other learnꝰd Perſons, Thorndike, L'Eftrange, 
Comber, Nicholas, Bing ham are either Knaves or Fools, 


and 
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and of no Conſideration or Weight in Compariſon 


with him. His fingle Word is enough to blaſt all 


their Credits, and they muſt be accounted vile and con- 


temptible for appearing to contradict the Fancies of 
this mighty Man. He pretends there are other Wri- 
ters of our Church as learned as they, who affirm 


the very contrary, viz. That the Church af England 


does not pray that the Elements may become the. 
Communion of the Body and Blood of Chriſt to the 
Receivers.” But then Why does not he produce the 
Teſtimony of thoſe other Writers, that We may know 
whether there ever were any ſuch Men before this 
unhappy Diſpute; or if there were, whether they were 
Men of ſuch Eminence and Reputation as indeed de- 
ſerve to be credited? He does not ſurely imagine any 
Regard will be had to his bare Saying, that there 
are ſuch Writers, He compares my producing the 
Teſtimony of theſe learned Divines and Commenta- 
tars upon the Liturgy with the Atteſtation of ſeve- 
ral Biſhops of the Church of Rome to the Biſhop of 
Meuux's Expoſition of that Church's Doctrine. But 


the wide Difference between the two Caſes is very 


eaſily perceiv'd. That Biſhop writes a Book on pur- 
poſeſto diſguiſe and palliate the Doctrines of the Church 
of Rome, and bring em as near as poſſible: to that 
of the Reform'd, to render them more agreeable to 
Proteſtant Palates; to promote which pious Work 
ſeveral other of his contemporary Biſnops combine 


with him by ſubſcribing the Truth and Sincerity of 


his Performance. But is there any Thing like this 


in the preſent Caſe? Can it with any Degree of Pro- 


bability be ſaid, that the Perſons cited in my Book, 
who liv'd in very diſtant Times, conſpir'd either with 
one another or with me to give a Colour to the Do- 
&rine or a new Interptetation to the Language of 
our Ohurch? There is notithe leaſt Foundation for 


any ſuch/ Pretence. The Interpretation Lhave given 


is, not a new one and never heard of before, -as the 
Biſnop of nuts moſt manifeſtly was: But it is the 
old nine ſtionable Cbnſtruction Handed down in the 
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Wrieinds: of gur beſt and m 
uncontradicted by any *allet late by ſome who net 
ſeparate from us, and ſer up nh Meaninglof their 
own, Which neither agrees With the plain Words nor 
„ 8 1 have clearly mewn in 
my Diſcourſe upon the Zubyect. If rhis Gentleman 
Opinion be wwe, chat we ure to pay no Negard to 
the unanimons Judgment of the mdſt eater ins a 


Church witch reſpect to e I npretatibn of it's Of. 


fices ; then we are te pay as little to the 


0. 


pinion of the primitive Fathers vas to the Seiife and 
Interpretation of che — An Heretick night 
is: 


ſay, in the ſame Manger Writer dots to me, 
that it is only their pri vate Squig munt that ſuch and 


ſuch Doctrines are deduc d Rom Scripture; that o- 
_. thers as earned us they affi rmothe cb ntrary, rhat con- 
fequently their private qudgmeit can't be the Rule 
whereby: todevide" — Meaning of rhoſe facred 


Books. But if it may be truly revarn'd,” that the con- 


fentient Teſtimo ny of the primitive Writers is an ex- 
cellent Method to earch: out tlie true Senſe pf Scrip- 
ture for the 1 'of Truth and the Confuſi on 
at ſhould binder, but tlie con- 
curring Judgment 6f all the leafned Fathers and fa- 
mus Divines of our Church is abundantly ſufficient 


of Hereticks; then 


to fix che Meaning of her Offices and Prayers con- 


tain'd in them? And he may as well ſay, it is mak 


ing a Nöfe of Wax of the Holy Scripture ꝛ0 inter- 
pret it byithe Judgment of the primitive Fathers, as 
that it is doing f Tith'our Church's Acts and Offi- 


costo interpret them by the conſtant 8 of 
_ heritaft eminent: Divines, who have never 
8 3 till * 1 mne 326 


en AC» 
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H ſtill condfidei affiring; "that the Church, "by 
atersag the Prayer för a Bleſſing, has abſolarely 
jetted ahy Petition, that the Bread and Wine yibe 
the: Body: and and Mdod of Ohriſt, or the Communion 


rchkere df, * the Receivers, — — 
N Ob abe ckeas Frovf Pays" brought to 


ntrary. 
b e No 


conſiderablè Di vines, 
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EE =: Now tho' I might very fairly deſiſt from ſaying auy 
EE Thing farther, ll he has reply'd to my — 
IF yet I will not give him the ee, of bragging 
he has not been particularly and fully anſwer'd. He 
allows that the Prayer in the firſt Book is a determi- 
; nate Invocation. wherein God is beſought+ that rhe 
| Creatures. of Bread and Wine may be unte us the Bo- 
= . dy and Blood of Chriſt. Now it is exactly as determinate- ' | 
= co pray that the Bread and Wine may be unto us he 
= the Words, unto us the; Communion of the Body and 
5 Blood, neceſſarily ſuppoſing we are to receive the Ele- 
ments, for they can't be ſo in any Seuſesto us, un- 
leſs we do partake of them: From thencesit will fol- 
low, it is alſo preciſely the ſame expraſs, manifeſt 


1 . ”. * | | 
| and determinate Petition, to prdy,::thagithey may be 
the Body and Blood, or the Communion thereof to 
| us receiving them. Now nothing is more evident 


than that our Prayer is equivalent to this, and con- 
ſequently every whit as determinate. It is impoſſible 
that by partaking of Bread and Wine we can partake 
of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, unleſs they be the 
Communion of that Body and Blood; ſo that to pra 

for the former is the very ſame Thing as tõ requeſt 
the latter, and therefore the one Petition is undoubt- 
edly as expreſs and manifeſt a Miniſtration of this great 
EM. Neceſſary required, by the Inſtitution, as the other. The 
= | Churchexpreſly holds in this Petition, thattheBread and 
= W ine themſelves axe the Body and Blood, or the Com- 
| muuion thereof to the Receivers: That tho':they ſtilbre· 
tain their own Nature and Subſtance, yet they are much 

chang'd in Quality, and by the Power of the Holy Ghoſt 


. EPS 2 CT mg 


4 are raiſed to the higDignity of a Sacrament full of Force 
I and Efficacy, and are indeedas far as Bread and Wine 
| continning ſuch are capable of being ſo, the Bleſſed 
Body and Blood of Chriſt; and our Church fully e- 


vidences her Belief they are ſo, by ordering the Prieſt 
8 to take-up; the Bread and Cup, and laying: his Hand 
upon them to ſnew forth and declare in the Words 
our Bleſſed; Saviour, that they are his Body and 

50 U e . 
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8 if poſi ble, let us compoſe twe Graces before our 
Togo: hich Form i is © rable,” * 2 1155 th 97 VISIT 


Vier: we befeech- thee, Father, 18s, O Ke thee, 
and vouchſafe to bleſs and and grant Teber we thank- 

fanckify "theſe thy © Good] fully teceiving theſe” thy 
Creatures provided for us, | Good" Creatures provided 
| that they may be unto us for us, may each pattake 
NN ofen and Refreſh: of Nouriſhment and; 'Re- 


in the two Bleſſing Prayers. And that chere is none 


man Miſſal which is the ſame with King Edward's. 


Blood, that is, he lugton thereof,” as: St. Phil 
interprets it. To make What I intend more plain. 


een Meals after the Model of the two Forms of 
Conſecrati Ry „ and then let any indifferent pe rſon 5 


W 1 . 19414 «oi 1811 Bar 


1 us, 0 Bere ne Hüan us, 0 Merch 
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NW 1. ary Aa abe ſhew any Diſegrevitietc 


TY Senſe between theſe two Graces, and if they can- 
not, there is O pretext to ſuppoſe! any” Erence 


ment.” F eie freſnment. een 
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is farther apparent, becauſe it is not pollible'/ to un- 
derſtand our preſent Prayer in” any Senſe i in "which 
the other likewiſe may not be underſtood; Tt is true 
this Prayer was altered to give ſome Satisfaction to 
thoſe Who diflik'd i it, hecaufe the Church of Rome 
had made Uſe of it to countenance the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation. But if the Matter be ightly 
weigh'd, there is as much Resſon to bring the fame 
Charge againſt our Prayer as equally favouring the 
the ſame: Romiſn Doctrine. Indeed neither the one 
nor the öther favours it; for even that in the Ro- 


Invocation,” affords © an  unanſwerable' . 2. 
ae * | re 


7 
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BUK it eoſin he! CohvScation in this arter 1 
teacher that a Man can eat and drink the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, altho' he doth not receive the Sa- 
crament with bis Mouth, as a pears from a Rubrick 
afrer the Communion of the Sick. I. this latter 7 

an 


r 1. 


and i is it. yok, 4 firſt Bek too, * atfo. in dhe 
W atiſh Liturgy»: in both Which he allows there is a 
| terminate Invocation: I doubt but he Knows ð | 
this perteQly well; for it is plain by his citing it he 
as =_ one ofithe ox 3828 firſt! Books, and ng Body 
urely will diſpute his, Induſtzy in comparing ours 
and that together, if it were only to have the dear 
Nee gf * bow. much, the latter Book is 
eie en former. Hs thergfore could not be 
b dak, e Was in FA, Art. 3 — and yet 
$ y 4945 1 mf he bring a Diſcredic upon 
Af: As if that al 27 nnd not che firſt, Were 


225 w he. preſumy'f. this his. imaginary. Ca- 
dis would not be eaſily detected, becauſe, the firſt 
ooks were hardly to be come at, and he had Ex 


perience ſome of his Followers would ſwallow ef 
95 mould tell them with an implicite Faith. But if 
are deſirous to ſee with their OU. Eyes again, 

5 88 en throw away his Spectacles upon can. 
Wig that he ſeeks to impoſe upon, them, when 
he thinks he bas. it, in bis, Power; 1 am ready to 

We ann who. deſire, it ocular Demonſtatiog, bat 
thi, Alec is in the firſt Bock as Well as the. pre- 
Pts, having likewiſe one of the original Books to 
produce for their Satisfacti 1 ſhall now leave PY 
| WEL da judge of the, Honeſty and Integrity of 

Gent leman; and having given Aſſurance that 
the. Rubrick is in King Edward's Liturgy, I make 
bold to conclude, that if it is an Argument againft 
aur preſent Invocation, it will baye-th wg Force 
againſt the Prayer in the firſt Book, to which he 
does not pretend to make the leaſt Exception. But 
he ſays, true Repentance and Faith in Chriſt's Death 
together With a thankful Remembrance thereof are 
in this Rubrick declared to be Means, whereby a 
ſick Perſon, when it is not in his Power to receive 
the Sacrament, may eat and. drink the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt profitably to his Soul' s Health, Which | 
Means, are not themſelyes. in any reſpect the Body . 
and Blood of Chriſt, 1 grant they arg; nat Wfa ̃ 
7 


5 — 


4 


extraordinary Caſe' they certainly are Chriſt's Body 


and Blood in ſome reſpe&; as they ſtand in che Place 
of the Sacrament, and are a Means of uniting; us to 


Chriſt, and conveying to us the Effects and Fruits of 


the Sacranie nth 80 that it is unqu ionably in this 


Cafe of Neceſſity as proper for the Perſon to pray 
eue the firſt Book, that theſe Graces may 
be unto bim, what the Sacrament is ordinarily, the 


Communion ef the Body and Blood of Chriſt, as to 


pray according to the pteſent Office, that he 2 
thofe Graces may be Partaker of Chriſt's Body and 
Blood: and indeed it is exactly the very fame Peri- 


tion. Tis evident therefore this is a very feehle and 
impertinent Argument againſt our Invocation. If it 


proves” any Thing, it Will prove, that, becauſe in 


the Spiritual Communion there is no Conſecration 
at all, there being no outward Elements to be con- 
fecrated; therefore in the Saeramental Communion, 
Where tſiere are outward Rlements there can be no 


Conſeeratjion: that becauſe this Prayer, That the 


Graces -afeteſaid may be unto us the Communion 


of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, cannot be a Pray- 

r of Conſecration; therefore neither can this, That 
the Creatures of Bread and Wine may be the Com- 
munion of the Body and Blood of Chriſt tothe Re- 


ceivers; Which every Body will eaſily diſceem to be 


an egregious Fallacy. He may as well argue, be- 
cauſe in à Caſe of Neceſſity God will acceprithe Will 


for the Deed; or theſe in ward Graces and good Diſ- 
poſi tions inſtead of the Sacrament, which is the 
Church's meaning in this Rubriek; therefore ſhe does 
not believe there i any Occaſion. for the outward: 

Sacrament at all; as, becauſe in ſpiritual Commu- 
nion there can be no Conſecration of the Elements, 
therefore there is none in the Adminiſtration of the 
Euchariſt; which is the manifeſt Drift of this Gentle- 
man's wretched Sophiſm. Notwithſtanding therefore 
this wiſe Argument, the Invotation in our Liturgy, 


whether he Will grant it or no, is a Prayer, that the 
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Nature of a Sacrament ſuppoſing the Pape Cans 
 eurrence with the /owward: Signse and the, Ghure 
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cipation of the Body and Blood of Obriſt to the Re- 
ceivers, or, as our Catechiſm expreſſes it, may be a 


Means whereby we receive, and a Pledge to aſſure us 


of this inward Spiritual Grace, Which none but the 
Holy Ghoſt ſanctifying and co-Sperating with the 
outward Elements can confer upen us. \ And this is 
a full and compleat Prayer 8 nſęcxation, tho! 
there be ”-NO explicit Mention of the, Haly Ghaſt : 
Which in this Caſe, is not atyall Necęſſary s the very 
0 urch in 
her Office of Ordination openly ſayping to alloher 
Prieſts, :Receive; the Holꝗ Ghoſi, to empower, them par- 
ticularly to adminiſter the Sacraments, aud to declare, 
that they who are called ta the Holy Office are for 
ever warranted to have the Spirit with them for t of 


 Countenance and Aſſiſtance in the Difcharge,'of thei 


Duty. For whether they preach, pray, baptize, ce- 
lebrate the Euchariſt, or do any other, Thing as. Diſ- 


penſers of God's Myſteries, their Words, Acts and 


Deeds are not ſo much their own, as the Holy. Ghoſt's. 
nien ii 2 120 Sal En; r f 

HE pretends that the an Church did ,uniyer-, 
ſally, pray in theſe: preciſe Words, That the Bread and 
Wine may be the Body and Blood; which is very falſe :- 


4 


For the Moſarabick and many of the ancient Gallican 


Offices have no ſuch Words. This is the Prayey in 
the Moſarabick, as it is tranſlated by Dr. Breit in his 
Book of the Liturgies p. 119. O Jeſus ——=ſantify: 
this Oblation, that it being ſanctiſed ue may receive it 


by the Hand of thy Holy Angel. And. in the Gallican 


Maſs: for Advent, 4bid, p. 115, 116. Receive, bleſs 


aud ſanctiſy this Oblation, that it may. be grateful 


and acceptable. — Let thy Word deſcend apon theſe Gifts, 
let the ineſtimable Spirit of thy Glory deſcend, that this O- 


blation may be made à ſpiritual Sacrifice accepted by thee. 


Which is little or nothing more than our Requeſt to 


actept aur Oblations, that is, to bleſs them, that they 


„* 


F< &2 
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may become. grateful and acceptable to God. for a 
2 | | weet 
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fee | fmeitig* Surat. Acd hte "his: vn, 
that the Church intends to conſeorares only dy the 
Words of Inſtitution: "This is like wiſe falfe a6 1 
have fully mewu in nir Dikeourſes . 25; . | 


Which he has not vouchfaf'd the leaſt Word in: Ai. 


fwer. Let ue here add that the Weſtern Church 
has always practisd as the Church of ' Biglarid dogs 
in the Cafe of ſecond Conſecrations; not that "ſhe. 
thought the Elements are conſecrated” only by the 
| Words of Inſtitution, bur becauſe ſhe; belies eq: we 
b that there was no Need of re of copexting the Prayers 
u ſuch an Occafion,* Indeed mad Writers of 
eſent Church of Rome place the Conſeeration 
. in the Words of Chriſt; but many alſe ef the 
fame Church are of the contrary” Opinion. Some 
Divines of Colon cited in Biſhop' Morton's learned Boak 
of the Iuſtitution of the Euchariſt Pi 12. have theſe 
remarkable Words: It is à very great Madneſe, 
* that now the: bro” conſecrate this Saeramenct 
«© without the ich we call the Canon 
* but it nd Fo bevel ocherviith both in the Baftern 
e and Weſtern Church. Many others are qusted 
to the ſame Purpoſe p. 10% And yet it it can't be ſup⸗ 
os'd that the Practis'd otherwiſe than their known 
ubrick direcks, which is to rehearfe only the Words 
of Chriſt upon a' ſecond* Confeeration they h 
_ faid the Prayers in the Canon before, which" 


deem d ſufficient to derive a Rlefſing upon. the le J 


ments, tho” — 4 were not*plac'd* 7 the- Altar till 
afterwards. 
our © Coulecration fen I no e | 
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0a Prayer of Oblation after the Words of Inſtituti- 
n, and cites two Pages of my Book to prove me 


ſo. But I have neither there nor any where expreſs'd 

duch Enmity, having only Be thoſe and 
many other Places, that ſuch a Prayer is not Nece(- 
fary; ſeeing neither our Bleſſed Saviour himſelf us'd 
it at the Inſtitution, nor the primitive Writers be- 

Jiev d it any Part thereof, nor many of the amient 
Licurgies have any ſuch, as he knows I have put 


+ 1 
5 . 


„ TT ß 4 1s. 825; 
Hs is ſo. modeſt as to ſay Biſhop Hickes, never has 
prov'd, nor ever cou'd prove, that the Church of 
England offers the great Chriſtian Sacrifice. of Chriſt's 
repreſentative Body and Blood. This he confident- 
ly.affirms : But can he with Reaſon, hope to ſatisfy - 
any Perſon, who has not blindly E 2 . 
to his Guidance and Direction, without vouchſating 

ſomething in reply to Bp. Hickes's Arguments Which 

I have produc'd in my Book? Or is be. ſo. weak as 
to imagine his pert, dogmatical, unſupported Nega- 
tive will gain more Credit than the clear and ſtrong 
Demonſtrations of that venerable Mann?: 


„ . . 1 ee IS 29-754 © = IT 
Zur if he has no regard to the Authority and 
Reaſoning of this learned Biſhop, yet ſurely he, be- 

ing his moſt intimate and boſom Friend and deareſt 
Relation, bas, a very high and juſt Eſteem for that 
notable Confounder of all Hereticks, the ſuperla- 
tively Orthodox Mr. Laurence, who in his excellent 
Book, entitl'd, The Biſhop of Oxford's Charge couſi- 
der'd, is full as confident and politive, and with 
more Reaſon, that the Church of England offers the 
Sacrifice of the. repreſentative Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, as this Gentleman is to the Contrary. Burt it 
ſeems Mr. Laurence was only a Laick, and thoſe his 

| Attempts. are, only to be look t upon as bis Zaick 
753 Judgment as if this Writer s Clerical private 

20 that 


a, dees of an. e far ſuperior 
learned a Layr 
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A Pen to chaſtiſe him for it with 
2 y. It will here be worth While to inſert Mr. 

Laurence s Laical Reaſons, tbat it may evidently ap- 
* this clerical N 2 no. juſt Cauſe to find 


Mr. Laurence's 


"of ws if, 


really wonder 1560 he durſt have the Ag uranes " 


ſs ſo harſi.a Cenſure upon ſo great a Man; and 


L wiſh this Writer does not n of his For- 
wardneſß, when Mr. Laurence ſhall take 1 # his all. 
is uſual 


ult with them, and that 1 a" the high Ho. 
nour of ny pay, | ſelf one, the meaneſt, of 
r 


of the Aſperſion of having renounc'd his well-groun. 


ded Judgment, which this . * molt, . : 
, caſt upon him. 


* 


A Ms. Tas "Words are theſe in 4 of His. 
' Book. above-mention'd.: © The Sacri ce is not in. 
«© any Reſpe& contradiory, | to, but exattly agreeable. 


cc with our Office for the Communion ; becauſe af. 


* ter the Offertory is made, the Prieſt is ex 
* commanded. by the Kubrick, ta place upon the 
Table the Bread and Wine: : After whic gone, 


te he is oblig d to beſęeech God moſt mercifully ta 
ct accept thoſe ſame Oblations, or Offerings of Bread. 


«© and Wine; In the Prayer far the whole Eſtate of. 

«© Chriſt's Church, theſe of placing material Oblati- 

* ons before God upon his Table, and beſeeching him 

ee to accept them, are et Acts peculiar to the, 
ce Prieſt; and theſe material ! Elements being refer'd. 
oc 5.40 in the Word Oblations, is an vincitle 


Þreef, 3 
* that, chey are offer'd to God, pecauſe he is be- 
re ſeech'd to accept them. In che Prayer of Addreſs . 
«© before the Con ecration, and in the Rubrick there- 
„“ to belonging, the Communion Table is call'd the 
Lord's: Table, in Conformity to Scripture Stile, which. 
© gave the Ne of Table of the Lord to that Table 


of or Altar Whereon any Thing was offer'd to him; 


«© ſo that here We bave another Inſtance; Which im- 
ec: plies, that the Bread and Wine on that Table are 
& n e wade to God. Again, the Bread and. 
'Þ 2 21 OP Wine 
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1 e Wine are calbd, 'God's Creaturts; his, not by Cre. 
lt mien only; but alſo as they have Relation to his | 
j | | nn ee e on Prayer for 
1 «chat. purpoſe to bim: 80 that they are God's Crea. * 
RU ,*<"tgres in a double ReſpeR; that of bis having eres 
ted them, and alſo of his having accepted of them 
» t at the Prieſt's requeſt. Further, the whole Con- 
fſeeration of them is an Addrefs to Almighty God 
e our heavenly Father, continu'd ſtilt fpeakinę to 
8 God, and repreſenting to him what our Saviour 
[0 __ &"gid and ſaid, when he took Bread and Wine, and 
= | «© calhd the Bread his Body, or the Repreſentation 
= & of his Body given for us; and the Wine his Blood, 
—_ «« j. e. the Repreſentation of his Blood Thed for rhe 
= « Remiſſhon of Sins. The. Prieſt in conſecrating 
. „ makes a Memorial before God of our! Saviour's. 
i - 5 « Words and Actions, when he appointed” Bread 


: 
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By and Wine to reprefent the Sacrifice. of his Body 
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«"crucify'd and bis Blood ſhed for our Sins; for the 
e Prieſt takes the Bread into his Hands, and breaks 
it as Cbriſt did: He not only performs theſe, A. 
«Hons before God, but he allt remembers God 
«that Cbriſt did ſo too; he likewiſe puis God in 
% Mind, that Chriſt gave it to his Difciples, ſaying, 
1% Tue, eat, This is my Body which is given far you, 
«© Kc. Then the Prieft takes the Cup into his Hind 
| in the Divine Preſence, as Chriſt did, and declares, 
5 i A Memorial to God, that Chriſt ook the Cap, 
5 ec. By all which, viz. Bread and Wine taken 
40 yo the Prieſt's Hands, the Actions perform'd 
5 I which Chiilf performed, and the Words ſpoken. 
_ lick Chriſt ſpoke, the Prieſt in Chriſt's ſtead 


e puts God in Mind as it were of the alone ſuffici- 
| © <* ent Sktrifice of aur Lord's Death ene offer⸗d; 
=: «and b "thus repreſenting it to the Divine Majeſty, 
98 | 7 pleads" that the Bediefir of that full, perfect and füf. 
Arent Sacrifice, Oplation and Satisfaction may be 
_ «© *particulacly apply-d to the Soul of every worthy. 

«”'Comwtmuunicanc. ” Theſe, Elements, Words, and A. 
"ions, thus exhivited" before God, are call'd by 
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els he had ſomewhere anſwer'd bis own Arguments. 


not a N 


giving 1 


ence, 


5 


That, 


Ke bene, who 
by. Way of 


Jod 


For tho no 


rity 


and Glory i 
9 ane 1 


Queſtion that wonderful Man's Autho- 
is very conſiderable, yet all the Word knows 
he.is Maſter of more quay, 6 


| ty e the Goncrary bh 


Church's own Communion Office, hat 
The offers: the Chriſtian Sacrifice, the very Sacnhce _ 
Chriſt inſtituted, the very Memorial he appointed, WO 
Sacrifice commemorative. and .cepreſentatiye, of | e 
Sacrifice of the Death of Cbriſt, Which the Prieſt 

offers to God by the Conſecration. 


fo would make -us believe Mr. Laurence. retracts his 


1 


the W ol our pry 
ing, by our Church's Pra 
nion. For, that a 
figurative Sacrifice 7 ral fe 5 Thaok(- „ 
and Thoughts Wb "TY 


s our Sacrifice, mu 


he Sacrihge ere 


e Divine Servige. dere off 


Aa ; 20d. th 


— — 


alle 


"The Wo * bei. is no Way pr 
* 1 Mb agreeable with our Communion. Office,” — 5 


ial 


Words _ 


Now 


ould TANG 


« of Proiſe.and Thenkin- 
yer in the Fo, 4 


lain Dy Ds 
have. 0 | 


P'; conſecrating tho 
the ſame. manu " I. Cereqpo ues, 
od as Cheb 
een, agh Mes of Praiſe 
vin ecauſe by theſe Elements a 
7 Fo God i in 9 of IE) 
ceſſes our Faith and. Conk- 
«dence in the Death, ef Chriſt, our Trylt. in God's 
Mercy, throged + the Merits. of that Peath, our Joy 
eat a Regetaprtion,, a 105 
to 19 2 infinite Mercy. 


than to e his 


ſpoken af. Is 


Is * — 


— 
o 
* 
5 3 » 
# 


this Wri i- 


Ss — 


E. RR 
Fo "former evident Proofs. When I ſee Mr. Laurence's 
" onivincing Reaſons for his new Opinion, I will give 
i "them an impartial Examination; in the mean Time 
1 let me return to this Writer, Who has produc'd very 


=. "ſorry ones on the ſame Side of the Queſtion. © . 
Þ g | - 23-245. FF - 2 * 3 * . hes, Nan 1 . e 0 

it H ſays our Lord commanded the Church to make 

"1 | x a 1 4 | *; * wh 0 V fe ; * 2 © 1 * * 4 : 

[| an Oblation of the | conſecrated” Elements, when 


ii "after he had ſaid theſe Words, This is my ran he 
= *enjoyn'd them to do this, that is, to offer this for a 
5 Memorial of him. But how does this appear? Did 


1 Is our Saviour offer it fo himſelf? Did he make any 
'| Prayer of Oblation after the Words of Inftitution ? 
| *Tis'evident be did not. Tf then we do this, or per- 
0 form this ſacrificial Miniſtration, as our Lord did and 
| appointed, by taking Bread and the Cup, giving ſo- 
lemn Thanks to God with and over them for our 
Redemption, penny” | them by Prayer and the 
Words of Chriſt, and diſtributing à Part thereof to 
. each Communicant; as I have manifeſtly prov'd we 
Wi. | do in my Diſcourſe, ' which this Writer has not in 
the leaſt endeayour'd to diſprove ; then we offer the 
fame Sacrifice our Bleſſed Saviour did, and conſe- 
quently as fully offer the Sacrifice of his repreſenta- 
| | tive Body and Blood, as need be requir'd, The Pray- 
b | er indeed in King Edward's Book is a very good 
- One, and to prevent theſe unhappy Diſputes I wiſh 

it had been continu'd ; but it can't be neceſſary, 'be- 

cauſe there is nothing ſaid of it in the Iriftitution.” | 4 


r 


© IN the next Place there is no Oblaffon in the Ea- 
„ ſtern Liturgies after the Elements are fully conſecra- 
4K ot ted, that is, after the Invocation Prayer, till when 
[- they can't in the higheſt and ſtricteſt Senſe be call'd 
18 the repreſentative Body and Blood of Chriſt: and 
- | conſequently there is no more an Offering of the re- 
ST preſentative 9 and Blood in thoſe Offices than 
in ours. If he ſhou'd ſay, that an Oblation is ne- 


2 - ceſſary between the Words of Inftitution and the In- 
lt Pocation, then he muſt condemn all the Churches "x3 
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LAT: 


the World as well as ours, who differ from thofe 


Eaſtern Churches in this Point, as I have ſhewn there 


ate many ſuch, and ſome of them even in the Ea- 


Lord himſelf, whoſe Bleſſing Was before what are 


commonly calbd the Words of Inſtitution. It is 


therefore an Error, or an Heterodoxy as he wou'd 
term it, to ſay that an Oblation is Neceſſary either 
after the entire Conſecration or after the Words of 


Chriſt; and 1 ſhall leave him to prove the Contrary: 
a Ea d ne, ee eee 
HENCE I ſhall venture to eonclude, that the“ che 
Church of England has not that Prayer this Writer 
contends for, ſhe ſtill has what is abundantly ſufſi- 
cient for the ſacrificial Miniſtration. She places the 
Oblations upon God's Table, which is an inferiour 


Sort of Conſeeration, ſhe thereby ſetting them apart 
for an holy Purpoſe; ſhe deſires God to accept them, 


which is the ſame Thing as to bleſs them that they 
may be acceptable to him; ſhe ſolemnly and thank- 


fully commemorates Chriſt's Love and Merey towards 


us in redeeming us and all Mankind by his dying fox 
us; and for inſtituting this Sacrament as a perpetnal 
Memory or commemorative Sacrifice thereof; and in 
the very Act of -Conſecration ſhe entreats God to 
hear us continuing this perpetual Memory or com- 


memorative Sacrifice; and ſo ſhe: conſecrates this 


Memorial, theſe Oblations, over which ſhe has given 
Thanks, that they may become the compleat Sym- 
bols, Repreſentatives and Communion of Chriſt's 
moſt Bleſſed Body and Blood; and this is done by a 
ſolemn Addreſs to God, and by the moſt powerful 
Words of our moſt holy Redeemer, accompany*d 
with ſuch expreſſive and fignificant manual Ceremo- 
nies, as fully demonſtrate ſhe intends to preſent” the 


Elements. to God at the very Time of the Conſecra- 


tion, and conſequently to offer the repreſentative 
Body and Blood. The very Conſecration of the E- 
lements being made by Prayer is a manifeſt Offering 
of this, very Sacrifice. Unleſs: therefore this Writer 
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"former evident Proofs. When I ſee Mr. Laurence's' 
convincing Reaſons for his new Opinion, 1 will give 


"them an impartial Examination; in the mean Time 
let me return to this Writer, "who has produc'd very 
ſorry ones on the ſame side of the Queſtion. © 
Si FH 0 %%% / I %u 
H x ſays our Lord commanded the Church to make 
an Oblation of the conſecrated Elements, when 
"after he had ſaid theſe Words, This is my Body, he 
-enjoyn'd them to do this, that is, to offer :bis hr a 
Memorial of him. But how does this appear? Did 
our Saviour offer it ſo himſelf? Did he make any 
Prayer of Oblation after the Words of Inſtitution? 
Tis evident he did not,. If then'we do this, ot per- 


form this ſacrificial Miniſtration, as our Lord did and 
appointed, by taking Bread and the Cup, giving ſo- 


lemn Tbanks to God with and over them for or 

Redemption, 5 them by Prayer and th 

Words of Chriſt, and diffributing a Part thereof to 
each Communicant; as I have manifeſtly proy'd we 
do in my Diſcourſe, which this Writer has not in 
the leaſt endeayour'd to diſprove; then we offer the 
fame Sacrifice our Bleſſed Saviour did, and conſe- 
quently as fully offer the Sacrifice of his repreſenta- 
tive Body and Blood, as need be requir'd. The Pray- 


er indeed in King Edward's Book is a very good 


- one, and to prevent theſe unhappy Diſputes I wiſh 


it had been continu'd; but it can't be neceſſary, 'be- 
cauſe there is nothing ſaid of it in the Inſtitution. 
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In the next Place there is no Oblaffon in the Ea: 
ſtern Liturgies after the Elements are fully conſecra- 


ted, that is, after the Invocation Prayer, till when 


they can't in the higheſt and ſtricteſt Senſe be call'd 


the repreſentative Body and Blood of Chriſt: and 
conſequently there is no more an Offering of the re- 


preſentative Body and Blood in thoſe Offices than 


in ours. If he ſhou'd ſay, that an Oblation is ne- 
ceſlary between the Words of Inſtitution and the In- 
yocation, then he muſt condemn all the Churches — 
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the World as well as ours, who differ fromithofe 
Eaſtern Churches in this Point, as L have ſhewn there 
ate many ſuch, and ſome of them even in the Ea 
ſtern Parts: nay he muſt even condemn our Blefſed 
Lord himſelf, whoſe Bleſſing was before what are 
commonly calbd the Words of Inſtitution. It is 
therefore an Error, or an Heterodoxy as he wound 
term it, to ſay that an Oblation is Neceſſary either 
after the entire Conſecration or after the Words of 
Chriſt; and I ſhall leave him to prove the Contrary. 
„ err N / OLA 
___ HENCE I ſhall venture to conclude, that tho“ the 
Church of England has not that Prayer this Writer 
contends for, | ſhe ſtill has what is abundantly ſuffi- 
cient for the ſacrificial Miniſtration. She places the 
Oblations upon God's Table, which is an inferiour 
Sort of Confecration, ſhe thereby ſetting them apart 
for an holy Purpoſe ; ſhe deſires God to accept them, 
which is the Tame Thing as to bleſs them that they 
may be acceptable to him; ſhe ſolemnly and thank- 
fully.commemorates Chriſt's Love and Merey towards 
us in redeeming; us and all Mankind by his dying for 
us; and for inſtituting this Sacrament as à perpetual 
Memory or commemorative Sacrifice thereof; and in 
the very Act of Conſecration -ſhe entreats God to 
hear us continuing this perpetual Memory or com- 
memorative Sacrifice; and ſo: ſhe conſecrates this 
Memorial, theſe Oblations, over which ſhe has given 
Thanks, that they may become the compleat Sym- 
bols, Repreſentatives and Communion of Chriſt's 
moſt Bleſſed Body and Blood; and this is done hy a2 
ſolemn Addreſs to God, and by the moſt powerful 
Words of our moſt. holy Redeemer, accompany'd 
with ſuch expreſſive and fignificant manual Ceremo- 
nies, as fully demonſtrate ſne intends to preſent the 
Elements to God at the very Time of the Conſecra- 
tion, and conſequently to offer the repreſentative 
Body and Blood. The very Conſecration of the E- 
lements being made by Prayer is a manifeſt Offering 
of this, very Sacrifice. 9 this Writer 
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Ea give better Evidence than he has done, that our 


Church has not a valid Confecration, he Will never 


be able to prove ſhe Wants the Sacrifice. Laſtly let 


me Obſerve, that not only the Acts I have al 


mentioned, hut likewiſe the: partakin of the Holy 


Elements, which reprefent Thrifts | broken and 
Blood fhed is alſoca: Bart of the aerial Miniſtrati- 


on: It is: the Participation f the Sacrifice, as Tertulli- 


un calls it; and St. Aaſtin tells us; That Chriftians 
colebrate he ; Memory cof Chriſtis Sücriſice by :the Holy 


Oblation, and by the Participation of Chriſt's Body and 


Blood. This is: the: Whole of the ſacrificial Miniſtra- 


tion, Which our Bleſſed Saviour himſelf inſtituted; 


and ſinee the Churchoof/ England: bas all this as ex- 


preſly and perfectly as any other Church whatever, 
how fadly — 3-r if not worſe, - muſt they voy. 


e een preſume e deny God. ae i 5.5 40 


| i"? hot pleas'd eco S ave trangely ws | 


— this Affair a7 inſinuating, that the Church 
ordering the Prieſt tocplace the Elements on the Ho- 
iy:TEable, and deſiring God to accept our Oblations, 


Bas ſuſſi cientiy provided for the great Chriſtian Sa- 


ciifiee. ; Now: tho'rbis of itſelf and taken ſeparately 
ſrom the reſt of the Service is not ſufficient; yet 


2 Wankyraiqe — nods lend Hood, | : 


common genſe believe, the C 
to beg, that God wou d —— — — — 


at the Time of the Conſecration moſteſpecially, look 
propitiouſly upon them and receive them as a'Sacri- 


ö and well pleaſing in his Sight, as well 
as. at that particular Moment, when ſhe actually de- 
res: God's Aeceptanee of them? A Man ſurely muſt 
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prefentatiye Sacrifice. But he pretends it is condem- 
ned in her Homilies, and he produces ſeveral Paſſa- 
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earvthen from the publick Licurpy,” that out 
as provided for the commemorative and re- 


And 1 fear, wilfully miſtaken. However it is only giv- 


ing them their true and genuine e and then 
it Win foon — — they are nothing to his 

lor commemorative Sacrifice, ] it be made a Pro- 
4c itiarory or Popiſh]-Sacrifi ce. ” And again, cc [To 


Purpoſe: * 
e muſt take heed, Teſt of the Memory 


e Have Faith in Chrilt's full and ſufficient Satisfacti- 
on for-thee, fo that thou acknowledgeſt no other 
e Saviour, Mediator, Interceſſor, but Chriſt only, ]. 


e is to ſtick faſt to Chriſt's Promiſe made in the In- 
es ſkitution, to make Chriſt thine own and to apply 
of 


<©'Chrif's Merits unto thy ſelf. Herein thou ne 
Deſt no other Man's Help, no other [in itſelf pro, 
c pitiatory or ſelf meritorious} Sacrifice or Oblation, 
«© no facrificing Prieſt [in-the PopiſtiSenſe] no Maſs, 


| ce no Means eſtabliſn'd by Man's Invention, [as is 


«© the Sacrifice of the Maſs, it being a novel Thing 
« directly contrary to the primitive Doctrine of the 


_ «© Sacrifice. ] Here then is nothing againſt the true 


antient Sacrifice, but only againſt the mummiſh and 


dumb Maſſing, the Homily ſpeaks of: and he may as 


well argue the Church declares againſt the Neceſſity 
of the Sacrament which muſt be conſecrated by a Prieft, 
becauſe ſhe here ſays that in feeding on Chriſt in our 
Hearts by Faith, we need no other Man's Help, as that 
ſne declares againſt the primitive Sacrifice, becauſe 
ſhe difallows the Popiſh. In the Church's Homily 
for Whitſunday he pretends among her Inſtances of 
Popiſh Inventions ſhe teaches the Sacrifice to be one, 


ſaying, Chriſt commended to his Church a Sacra- 


ce nent of his Body and Blood, but they have chan- 


ee ged it into a Sacrifice for the Quick and Dead.” 
Now here it is apparent the Church ſpeaks againſt 


the Romiſh -Propitiatory, ſelf· mexitorious 3 
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and nd other: And yet this Gentlenag blames her 


for calling it'a Popiſh "Invention, whereby. it mult 
be conclüded he thinks that the Popiſht Dofrine of 


the endes ie the true keien bete ant ther 
bis Sacrifice and the FSi are the very fame K 
itt not then demonſtrably follow, he is dirsctiy plea- 


are the very fame. Does 


ding for one of rhe grofſeſt Errors of Popery ? And 
if he does not think the Sacrifice as beliey*dand pra- 
' Ris'd in the Church of Rome is a Popthh- Invention, 
he can't acquit himſelf of believing Tranſubſtintiation + 
| | So that the Gentleman : 


* 


is in 4 very hopeful Way. 
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Tus Paffages out of the Homilies are juſt as 


much to his Purpoſe, as it wou'dhaye'been to pro- 


duce the 31 Article of our Church, herein che Sa- 


crißces of Maſſes are condemn'd as blaſphemons 1 
dangerous Deceits, ' He muſt be conſcious thoſe Pa- 
ſages and the Article have all the fame Meaning, and 
that therefore the Anſwer which will ſerye for the 
Article will do for them. Now this Gentleman's 


deareſt Friend the incomparable Mr. Laurence has in 


bis Piece above- cited Clearly prov'd, that the com- 
memoratiye and repreſentative Sacrifice is not at all 


inconſiſtent with the 31 Article: 'Tis evident, ſays 
« he, at firſt Sight, that this Article afferts the. Offer- 


e ing of Chriſt once made to be that only ſelf ſuf- 


«- ficient Sacrifice which had an intrinfick Value and 


„ Worth in itſelf to take away Sin; and therefore 
«© the Article calls it perfect Redemption, Propitia- 
« tlon and Satisfattion ; and ſays that there is none 
i other Satisfaction for Sin, but that alone: for in- 
«© deed there never was any other; becauſe it was 


«impoſſible, that the Blood of Bulls and Goats, or 


indeed any other the moſt excellent material Of. 
% ferings under the Patriarchal, Jewiſh or Chriſtian 


„ Diſpenſation ſhould take away Sins, i. e. by their 


«© own intrinfick Worth and Merit; but yet by Di- 
vine Inſtitution they were made Types and Repre- 
«« ſentations of Chriſt's: Sacrifice, and as ſuch the 
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\<; cle's ſaying, there is none other Satisfaction for 
* Sin, does not fignify there are no other Means of 


.*© Remiffion-of Sins: For, there are others under the 


* # * 


% Ghriſtian Diſpenſation, vis. Baptiſm, the Lord's 


„ Suppet, and prieſtiy Abſolution, L. 


* pointment. But the true Senſe of, 2bere 15 none o- 
off ther Satisfattion, is, that there is nothin but the 
Death of Chriſt, that has any real N Value 
„ela itſelf, adequate to the righteous Demands of 


<< iofinite Juſtice;- to take away Sins: For Which 


<< Reaſen the Church makes Uſe of the Word Satis- 
«« faction to expreſs the ineſtimable, ſelf-ſufficient 
<* Merit of that Price which was of full and perfect 
« Value, and therefore fit and exactly proper for 
«« the divine: Wiſdom and Juſtice to accept of for 


7 — 6 


ee the Redemption of Sinners. And tis only for this 


% Reaſon, that the Article (and ſo ar He b 


4e milies in the Pa ges above produc'd.) condemn 

*< the. Sacrifices of 5 wh che Romaniſts pre- 
e tend, that Chriſt is again really offer'd to God in 
c thoſe Sacrifices, that his very Body and Blood are 
<< ſubſtantially, and not repreſentatiuely there Preſent 
< at their Altars, and offer'd to God daily by the 
«© Prieſts for the Sins of the World; 78 there - 
«* by theſe their pretended Sacriſices of Chriſt's real 
4 Body and Blood, equal in Value and Worth to 
«© his own Oblation of himſelf, which he offer'd but 
«© once upon the Altar of the Croſs: This is Blaſphe- 
% my with a Witneſs. But what has all this to do 
*« with the Doctrine of that [Sacrifice of real Bread 
% and Wine, which has been convincingly taught and 
of 5 the excellent Writers of our Church? 
«© Do they teach that this Sacrifice is that perfect 
Redemption, Propitiation and Satisfaction for all 


e the Sins of the whole World, which the Article 


— Sacrifice of the Mals 
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„ taught us no ſuch DoQtine, but the Cotitrary; 
b vi. That the Chriſtian Sacrifice of Bread and Wine 


« has no real intrinſick Worth or Excelleney in it- 


* ſelf, that it is only a Sacrifice. repreſentative of 
% Chriſt's one | meritorious Sacrifice of bimfelf, as 
ce the Jewiſh Sacrifices were only Types thereof, 
46 i and*not proper Satisfactions in themſelves to pro- 


<< pitiate the divine Nature; that it's whole Worth 


% and Value is owing; to divine Inflitation, as that 
4 of the Jewiſh Sacrifices was; and that it is only 


«a Sacrifice made to God to put him in mind as it 
r were of the all- ſufficĩient Sacrifice of his Son, to 


«© befeech him for the Sake thereof and of that on- 


«c-]y. to be propitious and merciful unto us, and to 
5 Expreſs our unfeign'd Thankfulneſs and Gratitude 
«« for the infinite Benefit of our Redemption pur- 


* chay'd by the Sacrifice of the Death of Chriſt: 


„ This directly overthrows the Popiſh pretended” 


* Sacrifice of Chriſt's real Body and Blood in the 
«© Maſs; the very Nature of it is ſuch, that it high- 


5e ly agrees with and conſtantly expreſſes the Senſe 
e of the 31 Article (and conſequently of the Homi- 


ee lies,) that there is none other Satisfaction for Sin 
e but that alone, which was made by the Death of 


e Chriſt upon the Crofs; becauſe this Sacrifice, of 


% Bread and Wine is only a Repreſentation, not the 
«© Reality, of that Satisfaction which the Article ſpeaks. 
of; and therefore is no way inconſiſtent with the 


„ Artiele of our Church.” 


 Tavs the ca ndid Mr. Laurence has prov'd with oreat 


Strength of Reaſoning, that the Church nowhere 
condemns the Primitive, but only the. Romiſhi Sacri- 
fice, and that the Sacrifice of Bread and Wine, as 


it is the repreſentative Body and Blood, and not the 
Real or Subſtantial, highly agrees with our Church's 
Doctrine. Now however this Writer may under- 


value Mr. Laurence s Opinion, yet I queſtion not, 
but his unahſwerable Arguments and unprejudic d. 
Judgment will deſerve more Credit, than the moroſe 


and 
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7 ſay you? I be 


_ and partial Contradiction of one who takes a, Pride 
in-avewing bimſelf a bitter Enemy not only to the 
Doctrine, but alſo to the ver Rong of the Church 
df | | the, antient Chri- 
ſtians did not allow themſelves. bad any Sacrifice, 
Temples or Altars; becauſe in their Apologies, they. 
deny'd they had, meaning of the ſame Kind witl 
*thoſe.of the Heathens :. as that the Church of Epzland- 
difallows and rejects the Sacrifice, becauſe ſhe rejets. 
the Sacrifice of the Maſs... And he knows it is a 
common. Thing to call the Roman Clergy Priefs in 
Contradiſtinction to the Clergy of the Church of Eng- 
land: But a Man muſt; have loſt, both his Eye-fight 
and Underſtanding, who can affirm ſhe has no Priefls, 
becauſe The has no Maſs Prieſts. The very ſame 
muſt be ſaid with regard. 40 the Sacrifice: She does 
not pretend to any ſelf-ſufficient Sactifite, but that 
does not hinder her having the Sacrifice commemo- 
rative and repreſentative of Chriſt's Body and Blood. 
And it is plain ſhe approves and practiſes this Sacri- 
fice both for the very ſubſtantial Reaſons. above aſ- 
ſign'd by Mr. Laurence, as becauſe in her Homily. 
concerning Common- Prayer and Sacraments ſhe cites 
a. Conſtitution of Juſtinian with Approbation, where- 
in the Euchariſt is call'd the BA Oblation, and in 
the ſame Homily alſo. ſhe recommends Juſtin Mar- 
r's Deſcription of the Euchariſtick Solemnity, And 
reſume the famous Defender of our Reformation 
Biſhop Jewel, who had a great Hand in compoling . 
the ſecond Book of Homilies, knew their meaning 
much better than this angry Writer. Now he ſays 
thus to juſt ſuch another Adverſary as mine, Fir 
of his Defence:) It pitieth me to ſee the Vanity 
4 of Laut Dealing. Have we no. external Sacrifice 
| eech you. what Sacrifice did Chriſt 
« or his Apoſtles. command, that we have refus d? 
© —wwGod's Name be bleſſed for Ever:. We want. 


„ neither Church nor Prieſthood, nor any kind of 

Sacrifice that Chriſt 'hath left unto his Faithful. 

And p. 166. . St, Cyprian ſaith, We offer our. Hes 
gs 2 — 5 A 3 „  o® > Sues a LY n . up 


* 


ce 
| 4 ean the Win in the 
- || *© Cup. 80 likewiſe St. Auſtzn faith, The Church. of- 

. C feret h up the Sacrifice of Bread and Wi ine. Thus 


A 


tc ſaich St, Cyprian, thus faith St. W thus ſay 
“ the godly Fathers of the Church of Chriſt, Theſ. 
ce are no Bones, Mr. Hardinge, they are the Food 
* of everlaſting Life. Add to this, that the whole 
Convocation in the Year 1640, compos'd of Men fa- 
mous both for their extraordinary Learning and for 
their Fidelity to the Church, for their unſhaken ad- 
herence to which they underwent many Hardſhips. in 
thoſe. wretched Times, who perfectly underſtood the 
Doctrines of the Church and had conſcientiouſly ſub- 
ſcrib'd to the Truth of them, and who were order'd 
by their Royal Maſter not to make any Canons re- 
ugnant to the Liturgy eſtabliſh'd or the 39 Articles 
in which the Homilies are contain'd, did declare in 
their 7th Canon, That the Holy Table is, and may be 
calPd an Altar by us, in that Senſe in which the pri- 
mitiue Church call'd it an Altar. Now ſince Altar 
and Sacrifice are relatives, and the one can't ſubſiſt 
without the other; if the Church of England has the 
fame Altar with the primitive Church, ſhe -undoub- 
tedly has the ſame Sacrifice. 17 
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Is evident therefore our Church expreſly offers 
the Euchariſtick Sacrifice, which our Bleſſed Lord in- 
ſtituted and the primitive Church, frequented. And 

tho' there was ſome Alteration made in the Litur © Ih 

With regard to this Point, ſome Words and Phraſes 

1 being omitted, and one of the Prayers tranſpos'd, 

f | Yet this does not prove. any Change in Doctrine; 

have: and nothing more was remoy'd than what ſeem'd to 

I ſome wiſtaken Meh to reſemble the a 0 
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ud all was retain'd which was nereſſn ry kor cole- 
ng the commemorative and repteſenrariye Sacrj- 
The Church of England always held the Erk 
Liturgy to be agrecable to the Word of God, not- 
withifanding it laid aſide the Uſe of it: Therefore 
no one need doubt to ſuppoſe, that whatever is 
contain'd in that Liturgy, which has never ſince 
been condemn'd by the Church in any one particu- 
lar, is yer agresable to the preſent Senſe of the Church 
ef England. And ſeeing ix wou'd be abſurd to believe, 
that the Church does not think her preſear Liturgy as 
wrecable to the holy Scriptures as her firſt; it. will 
realy follow, that ſince the Sacrifice Was in the 
Firſt, it muſt neceffarily be ber Intention it ſhou'd 
be in the Second: and indeed it can't be otherwiſe, 
but the Sacrifice muſt be offer'd, where there is x © 
thankful Commemoration of our Redemption by 
Chriſt and lixewiſe a valid Conſecration. I prop Pl 
_ new the practice of our Church with Ret4- 


III. 25 Prayers for the Faithfull departed. 


Now this Gentleman affirms, that exprefly pray- 
ing for the Dead in the Euchariſtick Service is a ne- 
ceſſary Duty. To this 1 anfwer, that it cannot be 
made appear our Meſfed Saviour us'd any ſuch Pray-' 
et at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament. He took 
Bread, gave thanks, bleſs'd, brake and diſtributed, 
wich are all the Actions our Saviour perform'd at 
that Time; But Prayers for the Dead can't be com- 
prehended under any of them. Neither is there any 
Grounds for offering for the Dead in any other Part 
of Seripture. I don't deny but our Saviour. in the 
Lord's: Prayer commands us to pray for the King- 
dom of Glory, which is a Prayer for the Benefit as 
well of the Dead at of the Living: But I deny that 
it is neceſſary! explicitly to pray for the Dead at " the- 
Te * pw 


> Eucharift-or to offer for .them;/, And my Reaſon is, 
becauſe Tertullian the firſt: Author who ſpeaks ot 
Offering for the Dead, ſpeałs of it as founded merely 


upon Tradition, which if it have no Ground in the: 
| Word of God, is not ſufficient to create a neceſſary Du-. 
ty. For he ranks it among ſuch Things as are confeſſed- 
> jon of the Eſſence of Religion 4 Trine Immer-. 
on, Taſting of Milk and Honey at Baptiſm, and the | 
like; and declares if you look into the Scriptures fox _, 
a Command for theſe Things, you will certainly find. 8 
none. CCC ns ys YE ih IS 8 


Bu r here I know it is reply d, that Tertullian might. 
reſtrain the no written Rule about Offering for the dead 
to the Circumſtance, not to the Subſtance, to the 
mentioning their Names at the Euchariſt on the An- 
niverſary of their Death, and no otherwiſe, i. e. he 
might think we had Scripture Direction to offer for 
them, tho' not preciſely at the Annual return of their 
Death. To this I rejoyn, that Tertullian can't be ſo. 
interpreted. For if we look into this Paſſage we 
ſhall find, that not only Oblations for the Depar- 
ted on their Anniverſary, but alſo Oblations for 
the Dead in general were built upon Tradition. Obla-, 
Y tiones pro defunctis, ſays our Author, pro natalitus . 
+ Annua Die facimus. We make Oblations for the Dead, 
P we do the ſame alſo for the Birthdays of the Martyrs or 
& in Commemoration of them on the Anniverſary of their 
* Death. Which means plainly this; That Tradition 
KE | alone teaches us among other Things to offer for, 
d, the Dead in general, as alſo in particular for each of 
at | them on the Day of their Deceaſe. For here are e- 
TY vidently two Things meant, 1. Oblations for the. 
17 Dead. 2. Oblations for any particular Perſon on his 
t Anniverſary-day. The Oblationes facimus belongs 
he firſt to pro deſunctis, and then to pro natalitiis. And. 
rs this farther appears from all the Editions of Tertullian, 
as where there is a Comma after pro defunctis, to ſhew 
hat | 
the 
A 


r 
# 
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it is not one Sentence but two, and that it is not to 


17 


be conſtru'd coniuſedly K | 


ESE 
II is next urg'd, this Uſage is founded on a Bot- 
tom of Tradition, and that Tertullian ſays, where 
there is no written Rule for general Practice, we ought 
in reaſonable Conſtruction to believe the Riſe from 
ſome Apoſtle. But Tertullian does not ſay ſo abſo- 
lately, he exprefles himſelf a great deal more cauti- 
ouſly Thus: Si legem nuſquam reperio, ſequitur 
«© ut traditio conſuerudini morem hunc dederit, ha- 
** biturum quandoq; apoſtoli auctoritatem ex inter- 
© pretatione rationis: If 1 find no Law in Serip- 
«ture, it follows that Tradition has given to ſuch 
a Cuſtom as this a general Practice, which may 
* by a rational Conſtruction ſometimes have the Au- 
_ «'thority of an Apoſtle.” But hope it is not the 
fame Thing to ſay, that we may ſometimes reaſona- 
bly believe a Practice to have its Riſe from an Apoſtle, 
and that we ought always to believe fo. And be- 
ſides a little after Tertullian ſays, that any other Per- 
ſon as well as an Apoſtle may be the firſt Deliver- 
er of ſuch a Cuſtom : Hanc nunc expoſtula - 940 
cunq; traditore cenſetur » - Enquire now. into this 
Cuſtom m=— Whoſoever was the Author of this Tradi- 
tion From whence it is evident any one may 
be the Author of ſuch a Tradition, and conſequent- 
ly. Tertullian can't be underſtood to mean, that it 
muſt always have the Authority of an Apoſtle for 
its Riſe, | | oY | 


% 


Bur ſhould it be granted this Uſage had its Rife 
from ſome Apoſtle, I can't fee how it will be at all 
to the Pur of For Firſt, if it had its Rife from an 
Apoſtle, then it was not prafis'd before by our 
Blefled Saviour himſelf, And that according to Tor- 
tullian no higher Authority can be pleaded in its Be- 
half than that of an Apoſtle, is evident from its ſtand- 
ing upon the fame Foot with thoſe other Ufages, 
hich can't be pretended to have any greater. If 


* 


then it had not its Riſe from our Lord, moſt aſtured- 
ly he did not offer up to the Father his primary Eu- 
chariſtical Sacrifice in behalf of „ 

| | ICE 


ſy 


: cauſe if it had, ſome of the Churches which We 2 
planted by the Apoſtles wou'd have wanted an Eſ- 


* 


ſince we are only oblig'd to do as he did, then nei- 
ther are we bound to do what our Saviour did not, 
and about which he left us no Direction. Tertullian 


ſurely could not think this Cuſtom of thar mighty 


Importance, as to believe an Article of the Creed, 
the Communion of Saints is not nts anſwer d 


without it: for then he muſt have aſſign'd an higher 
Origin than that of its coming from an Apoſtle; be- 
cauſe no queſtion our Lord underſtood the — 


of this Article as well as any of his Apoſtles, a. 
wou'd therefore have practis'd it in his firſt Eucha- 


riſt as well as his Diſciples and Followers did in the 
ſucceeding Ages. If then Tertullian only aſeribes its 


Original to an Apoſtle, and therefore our Lord him- 
{elf did not practiſe it, and conſequently there could 


be no Article of the Creed concern'd in it; there 


is good Reaſon to conclude, that this Uſage was 


one of thoſe. temporary and alterable Inſtitutions, 


which the Church may change or lay aſide, as it 
enen 


7 8 ECO NDL 15 if this Cuſtom had its Riſe from ſome 
one Apoſtle, then while one Church practis'd it by 


the Direction of one Apoſtle, another Church did 
not, as being not taught it by another; which is a 
plain Proof it could not be of divine Authority; be- 


ſential of Religion which is an abſurd Suppoſition. 


For inſtance, if it had its riſe from St. John, the long- 


eſt Liver of the Apoſtolical College, to whom ſome 
learned Perſons, conjecturing that Tertullian's Re- 
2 might carry the Practice up ſo high, arg de- 


ded from thence: becauſe this ſuppoſal infers, that 


the whole Church wanted it till this Apoſtle. began it, 


perhaps long after the Deceaſe of the other Apoitles, - 
Tertullian therefore tho he mentions Offering far the 
Dead is clearly againſt its Eſſentiality. For he de- 


clares it is founded harely upon Tradition, and not 


Cz only 


— —— 


n 
only ſo, but that this Tradition might not have its 
Beginning from any of the Apoſtles; or if it had; 
that it was not in the Beginning always and univer- 
nn 7H 255 2nd 64995 yg 


1 

Ir it be ſajd that Tertullian prov'd the Neceſfity 
of all the Cuſtoms he mentions, and particularly of 
this 'of Offering for the Dead, from bare Tradition: 


a 


— 


—— 


It is anſwer'd there is plain internal Evidence from 


this Tract it ſelf, that Tertullian was a Montaniſt 


when he wrote it: 'and it is apparent that his Adver- 


ſaries who were the Catholicks, requir'd Proof from 


Seripture for the Neceſſity of any Tradition; to which 


the Montaniſt gives no other reply, than that them“ 


ſelves receive ſeveral Things only by Tradition, which 


is a mere Evaſion of the Catholicks Objection, he 
inſtaueing in Things which he cou'd not but know 
his Catholick Adverſaries did not believe Neceſſary. 


This place then of Fertullian is ſo far from being an 


S 
i 
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Argument of the Neceſſity of Offering for the Dead; 


that it is indeed a very ſtrong Proof againſt it, For 
ſince it declares ir to be the Catholick Principle; that 


nothing is neceſſary but what may be prov'd from 


Scripture; and it was agreed on both Sides, that this 


Cuſtom was warranted only ee : it una- 
voidably follows, that the Catholicks did not look 


upon it as one of the Efſentials of Religion. 


e 2M 


HAI N'G now given good Evidence, that Offerint i 
for the Dead or Praying expreſly for them at the 
Euchariſt is not 2 neceſſary Practice, I have ſaid 


enough to ſhew the Unreaſonableneſs of ſeparating 


from a Church upon this Account. Not but that I 


eſteem it a very proper and laudable Cuſtom,” if 
rightly underſtood, for the Reaſon aſſign'd in the 
xiiith Page of my Preface; and yet, conſidering the 
Circumſtances of theſe Times, I cannot: difcommend 


the "Church's laying thoſe Prayers aſide in the Re- 


view of K. -Edward's Liturgy. It muſt be own'd 
vur prudent Reformers had weighty: Reaſons: for 


proceeding 
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proceeding ain this Manner. For on this Practice 


:and itheſe Prayers; tho' in themſelves innocent, if 
taken in their primitive Meaning, the Papiſts main- 
Ii buik cheir Error of 8 And the only 
Way utterly to extinguiſn tho! 

Was (as ſeem'd to them) to withdraw the Fuel, 
Which, as the People unhappily biaſs'd by the pre- 
vailipg Doctrine pf theſe Times were taught to 


believe, ſtill kept, them burning; otherwiſe it had 


been morally. impoſſible to free Mens Minds from 


the Prejudices of: their Education, and entirely ex- 
tirpate that new invented Doctrine. But tho“ our 


*Retormers no longer retain'd thoſe Phraſes and 
Prayers, which the Papiſts by their falſe Gloſſes had 


render'd ambiguous; yet it is moſt; certain they did 


not condemn. the primitive. Senſe: of them. They 
did not reject Gel Prayers as unlawful in them- 
ſelves, but as perverſly and dangerouſly interpreted 
For as the learned Author of the Reaſans, & c. ver 
zwell obſerves, the firſt; Liturgy which had them 2 


.in the Zurial- Office and in that for the Communion, 
is call'd in the repealing. Act itſelf a Godly Order, 
_ \ngreeable to the Word of God and the primitive 
:Church'; and this Commendation is given without 
Abatement, there is no Stroke of Cenſure, no Charge 
_ of Superſtition, no Blemiſh. either with regard o 


Doctrine or Ceremonies thrown upon it. This 
Fractice was indeed diſcontinued for prudential Rea- 


ſons, becauſe as the Generality at that Time un- 


derſtood it, it ſeem'd to trim between Truth and 


Falſhood; but not in Oppoſition to, or Defiance of 


the primitive Church, as this Gentleman with his 
Aal N ebemence ſtrives to perſuade u. 
ea 594 To n e ß RI 
Bor let us. examine a little into the Meaning of 
theſe; Prayers in K. Edward's firſt, . Liturgy, and 
then it will be ap 

lays a mighty Stre 


ers did not even at dhe very Time they us de them. 
Now *'tis confeſs'd they ommended the Souls on - 


C 3 the 


2 imaginary Fires, 


pagens: that tho“ this Gentleman 
upon them, yet our Reform- 
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debe departed to God's Mercy, and beſought bim to 


ive them Mercy and everlaſting Peace, and that 
eſcaping the Gates of Hell and Pains of eternal 
Darkneſs they may dwell in the Region of Light 
with Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob. And yer at the 
fame Time it, appears both from the Burial- Office 


in that firſt Book, they believed, That the departed 


already reſted in the Sleep of Peace, and were delivered 


from the Body of Death and all Temptation, their Souls 
being brought by Almighty God into ſure Conſolation 


and Reſt. And in the r e the: Feat ef 


Death, which is one of thoſe in the firſt Book of 
Homilies compos'd before the firſt Liturgy and or- 


dered to be read in one of its Rubricks, it is af- 
firm'd, That Death delivering us from our Bodies 
«Both ſend us ſtrait Home into our own Country and 


:maketh us dwell preſently with God for ever m*ever- 


Taſting "Reſt. and Quierneſs ; That we ſee by Holy Scri- 
Prure und other ancient Hiſtories" of "Martyrs, that ibe 
_ Holy, Faithful and Righteous, in their Death Aid not 


and the Prayer for the whole State of Chriſt's Ghuren 


IR 


Hokbt, hit that they went to Chriſt in Spirit: That 


Xhofe Who Yepart in the Lord are deliver'd from all 
he Aſſaulrs 'of their ghoſtly Enemy the Devil, 10 lide 


an Peace, Reſt and endleſs Quietneſs; to live in The 


Fellowſhip e innumerable Angels, and with the Cun- 
Wregation of perfect and juſt Men, and finally into the 
-Preſence ef Almighty God and our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt. 
Now therefore if theſe Prayers reſpe& the inter- 
mediate State, no one can imagine they were in- 
*tended- by our Reformers to be for the Advantage 
of the Dead, they believing that the Dead are al- 
ready poſſefs'd of all theſe Benefits for W 


pray d. And if not for the Advantage of the Dead, 
then it is no ſuch Wonder they preſum'd they might 


Tay em aſide, When they found they did Harm to 


'the Living, by tending to corrupt ignorant Peo- 
ple, Who can't feadily underſtand the true Niean- 
D oc hrs tee cr 


Tors 
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* 


rors, which they thought it "their Duty by all juſt 


Fi 


and lawful Means to root out. 


5 denen e m 


Bronx therefore this Writer urges upon us 


anp farther the Neceſſity of this Uſage with regard 


to the intermediate State, I muſt desire him to new 


af what Advantage ſuch Prayers were believed ei- 


% 


ther in the Opinion of the Compoſers of Ning 
Edward's firſt Liturgy, or of the primitive Chiiſti- 
ans. I have ſhewn the Judgment © of the former, 
Inow come to ſay ſomething of the Sentiments of 
the latter, and that as briefly as 1 can. Now 8. 
Luke in the Acts of the Apdſtles tells us, that 7 
das fell from the Apoſtleſnip, thut he might go to bis 
own Place; which ſuffi ciently proves, that he had a 
Place peculiarly allotted to him for his Apoſtacy. 
From whence. we may reaſonably gather, that every 
Man has his proper Settlement in the Region of the 


departed. 8. Clement witneſſes the fame of 8. Petir us 


S. Luke of Judas, bating the Change of their Con- 
dition, that after he had obtain'd the Hondur df 


Martyrdom, he; went to ihe Plate of Glory that was 
due to his Merit. And he ſays the ſame of Saint 

Paul likewiſe; he paſs'd out of the World, and 
went into an holy Place. And elſewhere he talks of 


the .Bleſſedneſs of thoſe Biſnops, who had made a 


perfect and an happy Exit, and were in no Fear, 


was allotted: them. And he aſſures us afterwards, 


that thoſe Who through tlie Grace of God have died 
in Charity, are in the Ragin of: the pinus, anũ *are 
made maniſaſt at » the Coming f Chriſts Kingdom. 
And he ſays expreſly this Region of the Godly bas 
its Chambers or ſeveral Manſions, where the Souls 


of good Men refide till Chriſt's Coming. And'in 


: bis ſecond Epiſtle he compares the Life of a Chri- 
»Rian to the Games, wherein not all are crowned, 


but thoſe only Who with great Labour and Toib did 
get the Maſtery; and exhorts his Brethren to con- 


tend ſtrenuouſly in this Game, Mhich leads to In- 
va | 15 C 4 corruption, 
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e 


higheft Reward, but if that cannot be, to come as 
near the Crown as poſſible. From whence it is ve- 


Add to chis the Authotity of S. Barnabas, who ad- 
viles, that he who will ge to the Place determined for 


take Care to make his Way thither by his god 


People are directed ſo to behave themſelves, that their 


ry clear each Man obtains a greater or leſſer Re- 
Ward according to the Pains he takes in this Life. 


„Works. Likewiſe in the ſecond Viſion: of Hermas, 


Paſſage out of this World may be with the Holy An- 


gels. And in the third Viſion he deſcribes the De- 
: Brees of Happineſs the Souls of Men arrive at up- 


on account of their Actions in this World: For the 


Matron who appears to him in his Viſions allows 
the Martyrs only to ſit at her right Hand, while all 


others Who haye not attain'd to their Height of 
Glory have only the lower o of fitting on 
ame Sentiment: 


- her leſt. S. Ignatius alſo is of the 


PN, 


For he tells the Magneſians expreſly, Every one is tb 
go t his own. Place. And in his Epiſtle to the Ephe-. 


ſians, he prays to be found under the Feet of St. 
Paul, when he ſhall have -ſuffer'd' Martyrdom; 


: which: ſhews he did not think he ſhould -attain to the 


: ſame Height of Glory with that great Apoſtle. St. 
Ne alſo ſays of St. Ignatius and other holy 
that they were gone into the Plate that was due 
10 them, and are with: the Lord. From all which 
Places it is undeniably elear, that the Soul of every 


Men, 


de parted Saint is to go to its own. Place, to enjoy a 
certain, fix d, determinate Degree: of Happineſs in 
the intermediate State, and therefore can admit of 
no Alteration or Improvement till the Reſurrection. 
And this is agreeable to what we find in Scripture. 
The Good ard ſaid to be in Paradiſe or Abraham's 


. Bofom, and to be preſent with the Lord: It is alſo 


_ Edeeldt'd,” Every Man ſhall receive bis own Reward: ac- 


- Fording to his own” Labour : Every Man'ſhall bear his 
vn Burthen : Wherſoover 4 Man ſoweth, that _ 
| JC 2 


immune wot 
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be reap;; he that' ſowerh: ſparingly ſhall; reap. ſparingly, 
and he which ſowerh bountifully, ſhall: reap bount iu 


ly: and for the Dead that die in the. Lord, their 
Marks follow them. As then every Man's Labour 
and Works are different, ſo will alſo tbe Rewards 
be. Conſequently- if the Rewards be according to 
the Works, then we have, ho, Reaſon to ſuppoſe, 
but the Reward. will be always ſuch nas is fitting for 
the Perſon rewarded, and anfwerable to the Life 
Which he hath bere led: therefore it is im double a- 
ny Thing we can do for the Dead can before the 
Reſurrection make any Alteration in the Reward, 
che Soul being not able by any good Actions after 
Death to Work out à greater Recompence, or to 
regeiye a new additional Happineſs; for that woud 
be to reward it not according to, but above its La- 
bour. If therefore ho additional Happineſs can be 
obtained for it, certainly Prayers with, regard only 
to the intermediate State can neyer be prov Jan 8 


K 
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INDEED it is very probable, that the true De- 
ſign of the primitive Prayers was not tocbetter the 
Condition of the Dead in the intermediate State, 
tho! ſome of them might: through Miſtake be un- 
derſtood in that Senſe; but they had Relation on- 
ly to the ſolemn; Acquittal and Completion of Hap- 
pineſs at the Day of Judgment. And the Prayers 
in King Edward's Liturgy may be taken in the 
ſame Senſe, and conſidering. the Doctrine of the 
Homily above mention'd ought to be ſo taken. 
But ſeeing as they ſtand in that Book, they are li- 
able to ſeveral Meanings, and therefore to be very 
often miſconſtru'd, and ſeeing Offering for the 
Dead had given Riſe to Maſſes & them, the; Church 
thought fit at that Time to leave off expreſs. offer- 
ing for them, to wean the People from ſtill drsam- 
ing of the Popiſn Sacrifices upon their Account ; 
and ſtruck our of the Burial- Office thoſe doubiful 
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Expreſſions, which were then by many beliey'd to 
favour Purgatory. Wen wk Ht; -_ - 


Bor tho' our Reformers in the Review of King 
Edward's Liturgy did remove the explicite Offering 
for the Dead, which I have proy'd to be no necel(- 

ſary Duty; yet they did not throw out at leaſt an 
uimplicite Prayer for them, becauſe they retain'd the 
Lord's Prayer in the Communion Office, in whien 
the Petition, Thy Kingdom come, comprehends the 
Dead as well as the Living, as I have evidently made 

appear in my Preface from our Church's'own Com- 

ment upon it in her Burial Office. But he pretends 

ne in one of her Homiles expreſly forbids any kind 
of praying for the Dead, the Truth of which Charge 
I come now to examine. In order to this, let us 
reflect a little, what Sort of Errors the Compoſers 
of the Homilies deſign'd to confute : Surely they in- 
tended not to oppoſe the Primitive Chriſtians, nor 
themſelves and their Brethren, the firſt Compilers of 
our Liturgy, but moſt undoubtedly their Popiſh Ad- 
verſaries. This Author himſelf owns, that the Acts 
f Uniformity as well as the Articles or Homilies 
are the publick authentick Acts of the Church and 
State of England; and I hope he will not fay theſe 
-authentick Acts are inconſiſtent with each other. 

Now one of the Acts of Uniformity, even that which 
in King Edward's Time eſtabliſn'd the review'd 
Common Prayer Book expreſly declares, that the 

-Arſt'Book was agreeable to the Word of God and the 
| Primitive Church, and very comfortable to all good Peo- 
| ple; and that it was alter'd upon Account of Doubts 
Fiſen rather by the Curioſity of the Miniſter and Mifta- 
lers, than of any other worthy Cauſe. This being the 
Caſe, is it not Evident, that our Church, as appears x 
by her Declaration in this her publick Act, does ſtill 
1 believe, that the Prayers for the Dead in her firſt 
| Bock are {agreeable to Scripture and Antiquity, and 
therefore not condemn'd by ber? With what Conſi- 
Aeney,; With what Truth then can this Author affirm 


5 
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” . 
ſhe in another publiek Act, condemns, them? 'Tis 
plain therefore ſhe condemmns no other praying for 


the Dead; than that of the Papiſts and of ſuch Here · 


ticks, who denying the Eternity of Hell Torments 


delieve they are only a Sort of Purgatory, and that 
the damn'd may in Time be freed from them by the 
Prayers of the Living: a deteſtable Opinion, Which 


this Author's ſole Cathdlick-Biſbop bas been openly 


cha 'J 4 with, ” and Which it becomes . him : to. clear : 
| -him elf of as well as bemelki i 1 - ces EE 


2 
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Tua x. our Church: condemns no other Prayers 
for the Dead, I have made out by the Authority of 

her moſt famous Divines, -Who, I preſume, will be 
_ (believ'd by all Men of Senſe to underſtand her Acts 
much better than this Writer. To tbeirs let me here 


add the Teſtimony of Dr. Field, Dean of Glouteſter, 


who flouriſh'd in Qt Elixabeth and K. James's Reigns, 
and an his learned Book of the Church, p. 761, 
| r ar home both for the Sacrifice and Prayers for 


„Ded: We have Altars in the ſame Sort the 
% Fathers had, tio“ we have thrown down Popiſh 
% Altars: We admit the Euchariſt to be rightly 
cc nam'd a Sacrifice,” tho“ we deteſt the blaſphemous 


«© Conſtruction the Papiſts make of it: The Fathers 


% publick Acquittal in che Day of Chriſt, and perfect 


<< Confummation; and ſo do we. Likewiſe the 


Bimops df the Church of Scotland, as appears from 


p. $7; of the Hiſtory bt Arehbiſnop Laud's Troubles 


did appłove and receive our Homilies; and yet there 


Which Liturgy that great Archbiſnop aHo and all 


the true Fathers and Sons of dur Chureb-exctedingh 


liked; tho' we may be confident they Wou'd not 
wave Yone fo, if they: had ſuſpect 
their Subferiptions. is very 
hop. p. 1717. Ipoſſiti 


ed it contradicted 
plain the Arehbi- 
| firms, that tho“ the $cot- 
tiſh 1 differs from, yet it is not contrary to 
tie Engliſh BOOK. Now W ofe Tebimbliy.does this 
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Author 
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Author produce in Competition with ſo many Wor- 
*thies ot our Church? Why truly none but Biſho 
Burnet s, Whoſe Diſaffection towards her is very well 
known, and has been deſervedly expos'd upon o- 
ther Accounts even by this very Writer, and whoſe 
Expoſition, Which he now cites with Triumph, was 
'openly complain'd of and animadverted upon by the 
Lower Hufe of Convocation, as:a Book calculated 
to undermine and corrupt the Doctrine of our Church, 
8 5 But it ſeems this Gentleman will readily combine 
| with any of her Enemies to caſt upon her the moſt 
ſcandalous Reproaches, - And yet even this very Bi- 
ſhop Burnet in his Expoſition of the Catectiſm com- 
mentin 5 6 the 2d Petition of the Lord's Prayer 
a does clearly enough diſcover it to be his Opinion, 
. that the Dead are contain'd in it: His Words are 
. theſe; p. 253, 254. By the Kingdom of Heaven, | 
f c the State of the Bleſſed is in ſome Places of the 
3 7 Gol] el certainly to be underſtood; and in that 
3 e Senke we pray for the final Concluſion of the 
Þ 7 mad Scenes that are ated on the Stage of à defi- 
led World; that ſo a new Heaven and a new 
_ FRE „ Earth may quickly come, wherein dwelleth Righte- 
c ouſneſs; and that God won d quickly . the 
% Number of his Elect, __ bring on the Redempti- 
ee on aud Reftoration of all Things. It is lawful for 
< us to Wiſh for this and to ſay, Even ſo Lord: Jeſus 
> © come quickly.” And p. 257. Queſt. What do 
% you pray for in this Petition with Relation 10 o- 
de ſhers in the ſecond Senſe of the Words? Anſw. 
c J pray that God ey only ather in the Whole 
e Number of his Elect, that ſo the Day of the Lord, 
* in Which we ſhall have a new Heaven and a new 
3 N r een 
IF 5 1 F 2q © £23 ANTS CHOY 
LE r me here ſubjoin, that I find in an Act of 
Parliament, 3 and 4 Edward 6. c. 10. for burning 
All Popiſh Miffals, cc. That any Perſon. or Per- 
s ſons may uſe, keep, and retain any Primers in 
ee © the'Evgliſh of Latin Tongue ſer ä 
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« King of famous Memory King Henry $th, ſo chat 


«*.the-Sentences of Invocation of Saints in the ſame. 


«Primers be blotted out. This Act is even now 


in Force. All Prayers therefore contain'd in ſuch 
Primers except Prayers to Saints (for an Exception 
confirms the Rule in Things not excepted) are 


ſurely autboriz'd to be us'd, which ſhews ſuch Pray- 


ers are not contrary to the Doctrine of the Church 


of England. In a Primer of Henry VIII. reprinted. 
not many Years ago without Alteration from one. 


printed in the Year 1546, there are ſeveral Prayers 


tor the departed, And there is a particular Pirige 
or Office of Pſalms and Prayers for them, which. 


Dirige tis likely the Biſhops made uſe of in the Be- 


ginning of Queen Elizabeth's Reign, to wit, Arch- 
biſhop Parker and others, at the Obſequies per- 
form'd for the French King. For it ſeems, as Hey- 


lin informs us, p. 119 of his Hiſtory of the Refor- 


mation, the Dirige was executed at that Time in the 


Engliſh Tongue, and this was ſome Months after the 
Re-eſtabliſhment of the Book of Common Prayer. 
Now theſe Biſhops were ſome of the very Perſons, 


who compos'd this Homily eited with ſo much 
Pomp againſt praying for the Dead; it can't then 
with any Colour of Reaſon be believ'd they intended 
to condemn their own Practice. Queen Elizabeth: 

likewiſe in the ſecond Year of her Reign publiſn'd 
an Office for the Communion at eee in the La- 
tin Tranſlation of the Liturgy (See Sparrow's Col- 
lection p. 205.) in which there is this Prayer: 
«© That at the General Reſurrection in the laſt May. 
« we together with this our Brother being rais'd again 


« and receiving our Bodies may reign. with thee. in 


Life everlaſting. Now here is couch'd a Petition 
for the Reſurrection of the deceas'd Perſon, and his: 


Conſummation of Bliſs, And this Rite was directe 


to be practis'd in the Societies of Literature, the 


two Univerſities and Colleges, for whoſe Uſe this 
Latin Tranſlation was made; who, as H. .L'Eſtrange., 


ſays, being Men of more diſcerning Spirits, better 


might 


” \ 
4 1 
9 * 8 OD oe CNY RSS 
Ea both © . 
$249 e FN = 
— r KS . "4 . 
rn * . 1 K. K 2 
2 os 9 3 ” n * - af 
8 4 = 
7 - 


ä 
r Nats; Ape > PEE ok, 
8 - e 


| 
* P 
ay 
8 * 


* * 


3 


ſeparated from-the foggy Medium 


Parker" to ſee this Tranſlation, and conſequently this 
Office contain'd in it, duly put in Execution, in a 
Eetter wrote to him for that Purpoſe (Strype's 72 


expected they wou'd conſider in its pure Principles, 


| Ignorance and 
Superſtition- The Queen commanded Archbiſhop 


A 


endix to Parker's Life Numb. xv. and p. 83. of the 


Lite itſelf. )- A Draug 


wghr of which Letter. was writ- 
ten by the Archbiſhop's Secretary, which makes Mr. 


Strype conelude it was the Archbiſhop's own indit- 
ing, he being the propereſt Perſon to be imploy'd 
in Church-Buſineſs. I now leave any Man to judge, 
whether che very Compoſers of the * 


at all likely to recommend a Practice them 
really condemn'd in thoſe Homilies. 
„ At : - 4 £7 * $5, 


e che bon- 


Bou r notwithſtanding all this Evidence tc 
/ traty; he with his wonted magiſterial Air aſſerts, 
that the Book of Homilies is againſt all Prayers for 
the Dead, whether taken in the Popiſh or the primi- 
tive Senſe, and produces ſeveral Paſſages to prove 


it, the Meaning of which 1 come now to examine. 


es were 


lves had 


0 


Now any one acquainted with the Hiſtory of thoſe 


Times knows, that the Homilies were fram'd to ex- 
. and drive away Romiſh Superſtitions, 


When 


erefore the Homily concerning Prayer comes to treat 
of that Queſtion, Whether we ought to pray for the 
departed or no? It means, whether-we are to pray 
for them out of Purgatory, as all the Papiſts, or out 


of Hell, as ſeveral 


the 


but alſo fully 


| al of -them maintain'd; (as appears 
from the Inſtitution of All Souls Day, which Biſhop 
Uſher in his Anſwer to the Jeſuit's Challenge proves 
was oecaſion'd by this fame erroneous Conceit, that 


Souls 'of the Damn 


ou 


deliver'd by the Pra 
ing?) And that this is the ſole Meani 


— 


F 


id might not only be eas'd, 
yers of the Liv- 
ng of the Que- 


ſtion, will be manifeſt from the Reaſon 9 gien, For 
in the negative, vix. we haue no Com- 


determini 


manfmens in Script ure ſo to do, there 


- 


> 


being only rw 


8 States 
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Argument againſt it, as does the Hani : Oey 
according to their own. Belief have laid, t 
Soul of Man paſſing out of the Body goeth ſtrait ways ta 
Heaven or — 


per to the Ele, or to the Reprohate ;) whereof the 
2 | bi e 


States or Places after this Life, the one 


1 


| ber 2a, the 


bleſſed, the other to the damn d; and that therefore 


Prayers can't help the Dead, or releaſe them from 
Torment; firſt, becauſe there is no Purgatory; ſe- 
condly, becauſe when once Men are caſt into the 


1 o 


Place of. the. damn'd, the Sentence of. God is Og 


able, and cannot be reyvok'd, Hence it is, that the 
Homily asks, Where is then the third Place they 
call Purgatory ?. or where ſhall our Prayers help 


e and profit the Dead? Saint Auſtin doth only ac. 
% knowledge two Places'—— Chryſoftom likewile is 


«« of this Mind, that unleſs we walh away our Sins 
*in this preſent World, we ſhall find no. Comfor 
cc afterwards. ””' Then it proceeds, © Let theſe — 


e ſuch, other Places be ſufficient to take away the 


cc groſs Error of Purgatory. out of our Heads, neither 
«© let us dream any more, that the Souls of the Dead 


«© are any Thing at all holpen by our Prayers: But 
«« as this . Scripture teaches us, let us think that the 
«© Soul of Man paſling out of the Body goeth ftrait- 

f. wWhereof 


cc Ways either to Heaven, or elſe to He 8 % 
© the one needeth no Prayer, the other is without 


+ © Redemption. Which is an Argument plaialy le- 


vell'd againſt the Popiſh Doctrine, and nothing elſe ; 


and it is a very ſtrong and concluſive one againſt it. 


Tuts Writer indeed wou'd make People believe, 


that the Homily ſpeaks here againſt all Prayer fo 
the Dead, and in Order to deceive the unwa Fat | 


prejudic'd Reader has cunningly omitted the former 
708 of the Paſſage, which clearly ſnews it is only 
lirected againſt the Popiſh Practice, and that what 


he has cited is nothing at all to the Purpoſe. For 


the beute Chriſtians, | it the Romiſh Error ha- 
been then broach'd, might have us'd the very ſama 


at the 
10 Hell, (i. 6, either to the Place pro- 


migbt 
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an med deth no Prayer, (to paige them from their in- 


ful Defilements, or to help releafe them from pur- 


gatorial Pains,.) the other is without Redemption. And 


our Reformers, tho“ this Gentleman owns they us'd 
praying for the Dead, yet did believe the Soul went 
raitways either to Heaven or Hell, as appears from 
the Homily againſt the Fear of Death. But the Ho- 
mily concerning Prayer proceeds : The only Purgatory 
wherein we muſt truſt to be ſav'd is the Bluod'of Ghriſi. 
ibis kind of Purgation will not ſerve"them, let 
them never hope to be reteas's by other Mens Prayers. 
et us not therefore dream either of Purgatory or 
Prayer for the Souls of them that be dead ( founded 
upon Purgatory; ) bat let us pray fon all Men living, 
(for che Livipg only can be cleans'd from their Sins 


in the Blood of Chriſt, © can be deliver'd from a 
State deſerving Puniſhment, and reftor'd” again to a 
State of Salvation.) This ts the true meaning of he 
Homily, which he can't but be ſenſible enough of, 
he haying been long fince put in Mind of it- But 
this he induſtriouſly conceals, becauſe he knew it 
wou'd quite fpoil his Deſign: And the Reader will 
obſerye he has carefully left out of his Citations a- 
ny the leaſt Mention of Purgatory, which is very 
frequent in this Part of the Homily; a Stratagem 
can't altogether diſcommend him for, becauſe if he 
had been ſo fimple as to quote the Places fairly, the 
Cheat won'd have lain ſo open to a Diſcovery, that 
the meaneſt Reader cou'd not but have ſeen it. 
Hx cites another Paſlage out of the Homily upon 
the Sacrament, which is at fiiſt View alſo to be un- 
derſtood only of the Popiſh Practice. Ve muſt 
«© take heed, leſt of the Memory it be made a Sa- 
« erifice, left of a Communion it be made a private 
% Eating leſt of two Parts we have but one, leſt 
applying it for the Dead we loſe the Fruit that be 
„ alive. Now here are four Popiſh Errors cenſu- 
red, their propitiatory Sacrifice, their private Maſs, 
their Commumon in one Kind, and ran 
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© Ae Sonde ont of Purgitory. But bat ig this-10:the 
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—— Adwice fot. 


| — the Homilies immediately eon conclude, that 


, x: 
moin dhe Bock fu pray for the Degdi nN bY, 
5*: Intenblity: be aderiood; but, for. praying, 


lug tor the Dead 1 meant prä) ing or, 9! 75 
S1. primitive Seriſe;.and ace Laaer the Fraß 
_ *©of che anciem Ghurch. “ I; leave any! ts 9k 


ther ſathe i every e 
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Bo the  Deathin- — — 4 all Men K 
Ai ey know — Dbor geri takes no- 
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— — Le this on heyy Fhing to pra SE 
in the primitive Sehſes ot in che Senſe of our fit 
0 s? Lill give che Gen an Inſtance 

„ Biſhoy-Higkes:in, bis 
; Edugatjon of; 4 Dau- 
tor has theft Words in Commendation of the Author: 
ae un hhede diretts them: co pray beford: my x or to 
culi up gains ar Angels, or. 1 pray fon t| ke Dead, 


da get Indulgentics; vr 1% Wear Relickss ar u, Beads. * 
4 Now thi Writer upon fight/of this. Paſſage monk or 


eat leaſt adtoflling to. his-raſh Method. of ihges- 


Biſhop, was agaiuſt all-praying for: the 
"But —— 1 in his Supplement . 


4 tions ro bis Chriſtian Prieſthood p. 41. gives the very 


Anſwer: as: I have done with "he that the Ho- 
„ Fon will: find,: ſays; he, fr Wooie - 
Paſlage, that m obſerving. there wagnoD eon 


ion 
L pe he 
Dead itn. the ohh Senſe ac o. the Pc 5 
5g. the! cmd, Oft Rome. A* E (ane. very = N 
e Neaders Will chink; that ing is. Balla age N Re; 
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Places, Heaven andd Hello Eb — 
they mean the State of thoſe who art; Dad; Stufe 
Fouls which ve>fe raved from }rhdr + Hoedies / anch ant 
in an impe 2 e thab is) ncompleatiy Happ 
at Miſebiblege 'alFthe'general Keſtretiivns En 
no dne who is at Adverfary tob them bub io 
other middle State I know ofiirbne Aud dither 
By the primitive Church or our dwWn! And if w. 
State, as theres is no ſmall Nea ſon tos cuſphiai 
be with Tome: another Words far-Purgatoty zA mall 
only tell them in the Wondstef , the zd! Atic EH 
et Church;?-that'' the Nomiſn Doſtrine donc erhing 
Fürgstothy id fond Thing, wars 2 EST | 
dd upon td Wir rants of Seripture, u dur her 
"75 "the Word of "G08 C16 © „ 36919 a6) 208] Toa | 
N Set £5" FAC TLV ven A undd 5 wi 1 toit : 
eh Malk ofs obe Obe ehen more 
Ae e 3 is this: DINE Ho 
ata e fear of Deli teaches exattiyiithe> fame D 
Ke wich the Hor ily conxerning Project char rere 
Are hut two Platesf r the Dead) Hearendngthel)yiand 
Thats" as the one" (hich; the ſouls og the Rlect ge frair 
2540 5 Heaven, fo 2 other faith, ichaviwhed; weare 
Vu from ib. z are! atiHomdlimwich>GodSand 
rt, where 250 maß behold hib Se, Hale an farr 
ou +verlaſtink comfort: Notwitbft anding wir the 
rt Homily is tiidoubtedly' <onfiftens:xith»Brayers 
4 Nhe Dead, & Beg rde: ol befread ini ther 
Liturgy ; and conſequentiy theflatten Hum tt 
be ali 4 1 nt; it being, as this Gentleman-him- 
1 fles; Ancharirable to dhargs!the Churth pit h 
n ney df mak inch the ſtanding þ 
7 Ach Nerz theres . Juke 
nen hes himlelf is apparentiypigutity! 3 
: omni ro begganſt!Prafers: gf ar! the 
CE ted In the Senſe! of eee | 
ching ea be-morebevidentd . 
a very” conſent with: them.: © Itis:henceoet 
chat che Judgement of the great an le 4 Biſhop 
Vall 3 of our eue ; 
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„ ee a | 5 5 
fourided upon a very exact and careful Examination 
of che publick: Doctrine and Acts of our Churth: 
But ſince this Writer is grown. ſo ond af Biſhop Bay- 
netis Learning, Knowledge and Honeſty, * to 
prefer his Judgement before! them bu ne other rea- 
on but becauſe ht, concurs with him in his Malter 
:againftthe Church of: England ; I give hint my] Werd, 
I don't envy bim the Countenantg ant Advamtigt 
that Biſnop and Dozen ſuch can gi tobhis/ Cause, 
and he has my leave freely to enjoy the- Cbntfortiof it. 
e S047 inen ad to Nene e 
HAVING now ſhewu that Praxers for therfaithful 
Departed in the: primitive Senſe ase nn here forbid 
:denl I come not, prove;; that; they Are praſtis/d | 
by the Chur ch of Bagland:L will hagin with the Prager 
Ain che; Burial: Office. After he had. find, his Di. 
. courſe; he as it Were by ſome wonderfull; rowi- 
[decor lights upenione:ot '\King:Ghayled; Goh ee 
Prayer” Books, » Which exety»Þ dx Knows areb not | 
very ſcarte, and thare findsa.thighty, difference he- 
_ -eweew that Book; and::our- freſgnt: ing this Praytr in 
rod Brother) all other ggpartedpingthe true 
e Baith of chyhaly cer eee E Wihere- | 
_ av it our preſent it: 48 thus: Phat meswith all het = 
that are depattedoworm?) news the-\Gienilemans 
Obfervation uponrKjng!Charles;s Bogk lis verytplate 
ſant und inftru@ive:;n He ays se 4emarkable,:thas” 
che conjunctian AND coonefted d eparted with 
dhe Living. Mhatla nataple 3 i 
hes fou dglap $1: Appendes to chi dk ion purpoſe” 
10 (obligeithe; Word ich a WConpoied the ene 
with the Living Thing n, Sa Sin” 
Do you imagine we 1 have any regard to 'your 
:prrvate Judgment.) on! that, ben ef vente Fun- 
derudlue::cthat:ov thao acute bypereridicelyLaickiMa 
EBrammiar ?: er arditile. a: Dogs mork ND fant 
| berwkeni this oy 'Brblbar, and al ber Nepgreed A Dong 
ic not then join. lourdeach rathop ang Saran a8 mo | 
| 2 * 1 1 
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8 1 K 
| aal If AND connected the Dead wich the Livigg. 

What pretty senſe it wou'di rake? “ We aud all 
uther dep Aru —— whrethe Word ether ſup- 
cpofes, —— itheſe-: Aatter are mat all the deparrad 
meant in this Oraper; but that the Perſon or 
Tons with whom N D connec them- muſt! bee 
the fame State; 86 that: thisimerry Gentleman pas 


abs: ell te Living;” ant by this Means' having 
4 
abe Dvad 


made i© nochiag gelle but a Prayer for 
iH large — e ::difplay?d 
the Brightneſs of his Underſtanding. e Prayer 
hen damit be otherwiſe conſtrued —3 4 50 Tha: 
Ms! Ive, Wicke this Bur Brother and with allberhurilie 
rred” hie is thus tranſlated in the Latin 
De: rf cuts frame noflirocay omnibus! atiis 
Gan- and is the werf fame in; Senſe 
ſore Prayer, our Brorher bein 
— as 'Words; all 'thoſs vas are D 
Ks dow indeed, 45 the/Prayer'-expreffes it, depart in 
#ht m Nah An, bey N 'Tho'-1dod'r pre- 
zend to give af certain Reaſon of the Alteratiany ye: 
2s plata % ft: de made Hor the nonſenſical 
une 1 or oute off Ahh. Cate the Con- 
-poratlo hadro2thieb ut What tiighy be lookd up- 


Nh 


1 9 ayers fort che dopartod our 


Preſent Prayer bein itt erminate for 
whe "DEparred re as the: her- Nut this gs 
10 me to:havebeen' the Reaſon becaüſe perhaps it 
cond n, fo tribe FrüHbb fuld, chat eb gour 
Slot her lis. eb e ere 5 Paiwhi/of G 
e And ede they” ent quoſt} can 
— rike wur ne Wards relading/ 'paitieativly « as 
the Party devs 'dp 1 mmm 000213 a is 
hr O nnn yas Sy II 2#. 90 igel nor od 
004 $7 is very eorfident, zar bis Cuſtomi id, that the 
Bifrial/ÞPrd (ris or legs andidetermibare. ip 
Pee re; becauſe ie is not expteſs q in uch 


tage, as he h (his yroar- Wikdom rhinks:mok 
5.» But f ieee duly” comſided'd; we: ſhallfind, 
2 nien in che! Senfe ob athe 
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preſent Prayer, às I have prav'&himib be in con- 
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ſtruing the old one., The Church here determinately 
prays for the i#afefling Chriſt's / Kiagdom, Which evi» 
dently is as much fot the Benefit of che Dead as of 
the Living: And ſhe o — profeſſes; thatne ane 
whether living or Dead ſhall ave their perfect Con- 
ſummation and Bliſs. either in ody er Soul tül the 
Neſutrection. When therefore he beſeeches Gd 


to haſten his Kingdom, that we wil all tha hut 
are departed, & c. may then have our :yerts& Con- 


ſummation and Bliſs, can it wirbs ang Colour f 
Truth ba conceiv'd, but 5 ſhe prays for itho c 
pleat Happineſs of all thoſe, who:ſheracknow 
want. it, whether dead or living Fs ut it ſeems in 
does not pray in theſe Words:r That we and al:, 
or, that we with ell-thoſs\and they. mr , & C 


if the Words, Ne with alli choſe: 2oho are epa 
are not equivalent to rhoſe; - For of we withithemy 
or together with them, or in their Company; as'He 


expreſſes it, ate tuo receive out perfeſt Cnſumma. 
tion at the Kefärre ction in che lat Day; dene; 


| likewiſe togethet witch us and in four Company 

_ receive: the fame, | becauſe neither wiey nom wen eln 
receive it befbre that Time: TheyCenſi 1 

which is inevitable, that We can't. poſſibly pfay to 


e 


be their Compunions in receiving this higk eward: 
without at the) ſame Time praying for our Cbuapa: 
nions as well 48. our ſelues, they having! the ſame 


Need of tlie comiag of Chriſt's Kingdom and 
their Perfection of Bliſs, as we that ure alive. Sup 


poſe we were to pray, that uwe wirky all the whole 
Church may recervos Remiſſion of out Sin, and all. other 
Benefits of Chriſt's 'Paſſon,'is nor the Prayer as cleut 


and determinate: for the whole Church as wal as for 


our ſelves, as if we ſaid; unand all b m Church > 


Who can deny it? And the Reefor is, becauſe che 


whole Church has the ſame Octaſion for theſe Be. 


Prone ee 
Ld is as | 2 Prayer r the epar ; 28 4 
ie ere | worded, ''20e und al be that are; departed, 


* becauſe 


2 


{ 54 J . 
bpeeauſe the departed do ſtill ſtand in Need, as weil 
as we, of the perfect Conſummation. Let this Mri- 
ter weigh this without: his uſual Prejudice and Heat, 
* | and he will find! Reaſon enough to abate of his po- 
{ ſitive Humonr . Nee 50 l: ant 


JSP G W IMLL GT 
H ſays, That che Burial-Prayer is no Petition 
for the departed,> becauſe a Man can with good Grams 
mar pray ins this Sentence to be made happy with or 
in the Companycof rhoſe Perſons, who he believes 
ſtand not inn need of his Prayers, and for which 
Reaſon he dees pot pray for then. What an ex- 
cellert-Grammarlanche is, I have given a very late 
Inſtance; andinow it appears he is as good a Lo- 
gien; for he: here moſt pitifully begs the Queſtion. 
The: Church of Hugland does not believe the Dead 
ſtand in no need of her Prayers for their perfect 
Gonſummation; on the contrary 'ris e he. 
Jieves they ars not compleatly happy either in Bo- 
dor till the Reſurrection, and it lies upon him 
toi prove: this is not her Belief. But he will give 
chren Inſtances) and literally apply them to the very 
Olauſe of this Prayer. Firſt, He ſays, we can with 


4 


od Grammar?pray! thus as to our Happineſs with 

e Bleſſed Jeſus. . That we wich thy dear Son 

<<, Jeſus Chriſt, who departed: this Life in thy Faith 
et gand Fear, may have our perfect Conſummation 
ke and-Bliſs both in Body and Soul.? O happy Man 

-whoucan invent ſuch notable: Arguments! But this 
is neither literally nor in Senſe the ſame with that 
Prayer. If it were literally the ſame; it ſhou'd be, 
who. is departed. It it be in Senſe the ſame, then our 
Bleſled Saviour is ſtill among thoſe who are de- 
parted this Life, and then is Chriſt not riſen, and if 
Cbriſt le not riſen, then our Faith is vain. Which I 
fear will prove downright Blaſphemy, à very fit 
Prop indeed to ſupport a deſperate Cauſe. But I 
will not charge ſo Heavy a Crime upon him, becauſe 
to be ſure; he did not perceive the fad Conſequence 
et his Argument. 2 at beſt it is but a ſor- 
: eden 6 8 1 e 5 : a ry 
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2 Quilbble, "a Posr Equivoeation, which/lies in (the 


Word, departed 2 Vhich if taken in the Se aſe of «his t 


Buffäl-Praper is highly profane; if underſtood of 


W. ere And there'is as much Difference © 


en the one Prayer and the other; as there is 
between the Sn of? Man; which: being in a State 
of: Se parùtion ftom his Body has not yet arriw'd at 


dis dempleat. Neward and the Son of God, who 4s 
to his Human Nature was for ſome ſmall: Time a- 
mong the e e 'rais'd from the dead 


God hath ſet him above all Principalities and Powers 
at his own right Hand in the heavefnly Places. His 
fecond Inſtance; is of the Romaniſts, who believing 
the Bleſſed Virgin has attained to her perfect Con- 

ſummation both in Body and Soul, can pray, that 
wwe with her; who departed; & c. Now here is the 
ſame wretched Equivocation again in the Word, de- 
puried: Soi nliht Lneed make no farther Anſwer. 
1 ſnall onlyffa ye that hard is my Lot, who am ob- 
lig' dito the Brudgery of confuting ſuch Traſh as 
C 1 ” X 4 
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Hs third Inſtaucd is of proteſtants, who believe 


wich the: Church of Eugland, that the Souls of the 


righteous — Bo -of the Body go ſtraitway to 


Heaven. ' Now; how comes this to be a pertinent In- 


ſtance? Becauſe theſe Proteſtants ſay, ſuch Perſons 


need no Prayer: True, they need no Prayer to re- 


7 


heve:them from Purgatory: But the! Proteſtants of 
the: Church of England;' and thoſe of her Commu—- 


nion for I know nothing of any other Proteſtants, 
maintain that all Men whatſoever; whether alive:or: 


dead, ſhall have . Copfſumination and Bliſs 


both in Body: and Soul, When Chriſt's Kingdom of 
Glory ſhall come, and not before: She does there - 
fore alſo maintain; iat tho' the Dead are in an im- 
perfect State of Happineſs, yeti they Atill' want the 


perfect Conſuumdtiòn, as welbs che Livin : And ; 
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conſequently that t ĩs as fit to pray. that this M ant 
nnen | D 4 ; may 
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y be ſupphy d as well with reſpect to the Dead as ta 
| = Living. And ſince it can't he pretended they need 
- no Prayer for their perfect Conſummation; there+ 
fore When we pray, that we with all the Faithful de: 
parted may be perfectly conſummated, it is bighly 
abſurd to ſay We don't here Pray: for the Faithful de- 
parted, whoſe Condition muſt be imperfect as well 
28 ours, till they be compleated both together at the 
Day of Judgment. It is highly abſurd, becauſe if 
this is not a Prayer for them, then this muſt be the 
Meaning of it: Tbat we may have our perfect 
* Sanſummation only in the Company of the Faith- 
ful departed: Which is no mord in Reality, than 
that: we our ſelves may be conſummated and join d to or 
united with their Society; and which, ſince we reſtrain 
the Words, OUR 2 Conſummation and Bliſs, to 
Quir ſelves alone, n that they ſhall be 
canſummated with us; for. it ſeems they are fo hap- 
p already, that they need not our Prayers for their 
Conſummation,:- But it bai manta, that the 
Prayer neceſſariſy means, that they and we ſhall be 
conſummated together; it muſt likewiſe neceſſarily 
follow, that the Words, our perſect Con ſummation, 
c. muſt refer to bath them and us, and muſt mein, 
That we together with the departed, nor that both 
We and they may have our perfect Conſummation. 
It is — tiealnh, that any Oppoſers of Pray- 
tor the Dead in this Senſe can; conſiſtently with 
| 8 make uſe of this Prayer. If there be 
-any-ſuch whimſical Men in the World, they muſt be 
ſelf-condemnan'd ;--and: fince- the Church of England has 
= all along made uſe of it, it is a Demonſtration: ſhe 
_=- is not to be reckoned among the Oppoſers of this 
. Nractice. Fha Biſhops at the Reſtoration, when the 
| _ Lirucgy game 0 be review'd,, were very ſenſible the 
Church was a Favourer of it; and fo: were the Pres- 
bpgerians ton. For when the latter defir'd it might 
be exprefs'd in the Kubrick, : 3 at the 
Nurial are not for che Benefit. obe Dead, but only 
mur ne LaſteuRion and Comfort of the Living; tbe 
1 n ; 8 
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res td, it, Which: heit Adverſas 
ies: — * vary wue amiſs. Ss the; Gren Db 
between the and the presbyurian Divine, printed 
in 1661. p. 4% Und 1% From Whe nes we may 
give a ſhrewd Gueſs what was the Senſe of that Con- 
Location which revis'd ahbe Liturgy, For in the Pre. 
| face ſet before it by that Conveéstion it is-declared, —_ 
apr of the ſundry Alterations: propos'd.by:the Pres- 1 80 
byterians they rejected. ali ſuch 4 were e dangenous 
Conſequence, as ſecretly ſirtking at ſome. alla Br Dor 
trine or laudable Practice of the Church of England, 
or. indeed: of the "whole Cathelien Ghurch;:> Since 'there- 
fore they rejected this, Alteration, the: Reaſou-why = 
they did fa is plain enough, becauſe it, ſtruck at a 
laudable. Praftice both ot their o.Wwu Church and the | 
primitive. In vain therefore does his Writer afra. 
that all praying for che Dead is utter ecladed in 
the laſt 1 tho Fact is notoriauily athetwiſe, 
both as appears by this Tranſactji on,, und alſo by 
the Tedlien of Biſhop, Cent, Biſhop Aeli, Dr. 
Heylin and ethers; Wha being Members of that Con- 
vocatien knew. the! Senſe: of ſurehy much better 
_ A e da. ar dis Diſtan ce. 
n nie 9 
Bur he boys, af. the: Baris. Prayer were, a.deters 
minate Prayet for the Dead, vet the Clauſe in he 
Prayer far. the Whole State df Aug Church San 
be underſtood 46; be ſe New 1 have: thewn.in 
Preface; that this Prayer ie che ſame in { Senſe; wi 
that in +he 55th; Canon: and in the Sastiſd Livurpys 
viz. That, this Life ended, or! aſter our Departure 
|  bence,. werunth them, ot wa and then, may i made 
N 6 the glariaumt Næſunyec diam in the Life aver 
2 I waud therefort deſuut to. know, whether 
this ia not very good Senſe:: We bleſs thy holy 
* ++ far 'all thy. Serviants- * — 
* Fhy Faith and — beſee chin Zan, Saks 4 
Grace. ſo to follow: their:gaod£xany this 
c 2 Life ended, or afteri we are departed: beace in the 
< 4cue-Faks of thy holy Name, a ty baue 
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r befote us; bolh We and they in the Event may be 


r müde Partakers of the gloribus Ne ſurrectibn in the 
Life everlaſting, or may have our perfect Con- 
Taunmarten and Bliſs both in Body and Soul.“ 
Now if this be very good Senſe, I wWöu'd next de- 
fire to be ſhewn the Difference between this and 


dur Prayer in the Communion- Offi ce. And if there 


is 0 Difference, as there' certainly is not, then it 


can't be denied that the Church here prays for the | 
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30 it ſeems this Petition prays for 
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a neceſſary 


Means to attain a conſequent End depending upon 


ty connected by the two Words ſo and that, are 


unavoidably pray'd for in Behalf of none but che 
ſame” Perſons, viz. the Liing. Now this is a ve- 
ry falſe Coofequence! For tho“ the Means vegard 


only che Biving, and they only can follow the 


good. Example of the Saints depärted; and tho? the 


above mentioned Particles connect theſe two Clau- 


ſes as far as they relate to the Living; yet ſince in 
the latter Clauſe there are the very ſignificant and 
emphatical Words, with them, that is, with the Saints 
departed, -whio having already perform'd this neceſ- 


Crown as well as the Living: It does not follow, 


fary Means, vet ſtill wait for their full Reward and 


Clauſe, and he here very ſörrily begs the Queſtion 


be ſhou'd prove. The Means mèntiofn'd in the former 


Clauſe relate to the Living only: Very well. But 


then the Bud is not yet attain'd by the Faithfull 
departed. Therefore hat can hinder but that in 


the latter · Clauſe where this End is pray'd for, the 
departed as well üs the living are contain'd, altho' 
they can't be comprehended in che former where 
the — — to this End relating to the Living! only is 
petitio nd for? Let him conſider, | thats it: is not 


ae ede erde livingdingly and independently = 


wy IR be: that-We 42ith them maybemade 
910 90 | CR 
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that the Living only are pray'd for in this latter 


Partakers 


2 
Hartakers together of thei heavenly! Kingdany, 1 
will, endravour to illuſtnate the Prqpriet ef: ont 
Church's Prayer by an Bxample. We, will: ſuppoſe 
a Petition/-/pur- up for Perſons: not yet baptizrd: in 
theſe Words: We beſeech thee: to gige them 
Grace ſo to be regenerate and graſted into the Church 
** by Baptiſm; that finally they With the Reſidue of 
„ thy Church may together partake of thy eyerlaſt- 
e ing Kingdom.“ Now this Petition prays for a 
neceſſary Means and an End depending upon that 
Means; and the Words ſo and that cloſely connect 
the Clauſes, Wbereingthe Means and the End are 
contain'd. But ſtill tho“ the former Clauſe contain- 
ing the Means relates only to the perſons to be bap- 
tiz'd, yet in the latter Clauſe the Reſidue of God's 
Church are pray'd for as well as they; becauſe both 
the one :aud:{the} other; wang to partake: of the e- 
verlaſtiag Kingdom, Me Application is o. obvious, 
T need nat make it. tro Sd 363, bag ond nom 
e de / 19 4108 ch io ot ban Hum 
He pretends; the Meaning of the Prayer iss That 
the: departed: enjoying the; Kingdom of Heauen, zus may 
be: Partakers with them gf that Knjoy ment, But it is 
not true, that, the deparged | enjoy, the Kingdom of 
Heaven in the Senſe of this Cdguſe, as appears both 
from the Scatiſi Liturgy, and from the ;publick Acts 
of the Church in the, Burial- Office and the 55th. 
Canon; which ſhew that by che Kingdom is mean: 
that complesg,gl, Ber e rien ali 
commence at the laſt Day, and not that partial one 
which; they! at preſent poſſefs. He affixms the Pray- 
er to be MNonſenſe as intętpreted bythe Agreement; 
the Gonſequerice of Which is; that the Prayer ide 
daa Liner uch he Nonſenſe too; Which ſhews 
the Modeſty: and Humility of this, Writer z, Which 
Virtues will be. ill the more, conſpicuous, in him, 
if It; be conſider d, that he is! here manifeſtly. ſetting 
yp his .] weak! private, Judgment, in direct, Op- 
oſitiom to the publiek Voice of the Church. 3 And 


I muſþ-ayer, whazthoſy, who canfteus fei raf 18; | 
3 ; | | . | | 8 8 


7 
nne 
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the Senſe he has given it, moſt miſerably pervert 


it, and thereby ſhew themſelves in this Particular 


open Enemies both to our own Church and the 


piimive I have now fully vindicated this Articl 


of the Agreement, and I don't doubt but 1 ſhall 


give full Satisfaction to all who are not incurably 
prepoſſeſsd by either factious or rays cod Pre- 
J | 5 9 3 1 | 4 1900. 1 3G) 1 25+} T } 19 fs ; 3 FPS, E 
* ryt Key Ri 9 Ty | FP re il TREES, 5 115 5 2 ng 4 
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qr have ſaid . in iy Drokacs: to convince as 
ny unprejudic d Perſon, that this Practice is not con- 


2711 
p $ 


*Y 
- . 


zrary to any Thing comain'd in the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer, and 


that the Word Wine in the Rubrick 
muſt be 1 of that Sort of Wine as well as 
of unmixt; and I ſhou'd have been glad to ſee my 


wer 'd; but he has not thought 
me worthy of fa;preat a Favour. But ſtill 1 think 
it highly proper to call upon bim for an Anſwer, 


and do affure him many others beſides myſelf ex- 
it from him. In the mean Time I will far- 


ther confirm what 1 have ſaid from the authentick 


Ads of our Church, which will effetually rendes 


| all he has adyanc'd of no . 1 


4 34 ] * Fete 


Nö be: owns, this Rule i in one ot: Inge Homi- 


lies is 2 9 Direction in the Interpretation of the 


| < mult be fure of eſpecia 


commumon- Office: — 5 all Things, this we 
that this Supper be in 
«ſuch wiſe done and — hr as our Lord did 


% and commanded it te de done, as the Holy A- 


. tles us'd it; and the good Fathers of the pri- 


itiys Church frequented it.“ I ſhall then prove, 
char according to the Church ef Englend cour Lord 
very” probably initrd it wich mixt Wine, and 
$443 | commanded 


tive; ;Churth ; in which ficſt Book the. ſole Uſe of 


& iformity then being, as he owns, 3 *publick. ,A&, 
dur Church, it follows, that in her Judgment, 


:eqmmanded: it to be miniſter'd with that) as: much as 


wich unmixt, and that likewiſe according to her this 


was the tre quent Practice of; dhe primitive; Church. 


2 
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Uniformiry, wherein the review'd Liturgy is re- 
eſtabliſn'd, That the firſt Book Was A very Gudly 
Order: for Common Prayer and Adminiferatian of bn. 
.traments, agrecable to the Ward of God and ube primi 


mint ine was expreſlyenjoin'd.. This Ac of U. 


* 


Words, Fruit f the Vine, muſt as well he underſtood 
of mixt Wine as of pure, and that therefbte our 
Saviour might very probably uſe it: It allo. fol- 
lows, that in het Judgment the primitive Church in 
this wiſe | frequented it. And this is. farthes; mant- 


| feſt from ber Book pt Homilies, Which mult: Bop 
the Mouths of all Gainſayers, who pretend ze be 


Members: of her, Communion. :: In the-Hotuly of 


Common Prayer and : Sacraments! ſhe; hath thefe 
_ Words: 2:** Juſtinus Aateyr.-ſaith thus of the Ad. 
4% miniſtration of the Lord's Supper in bis Time? 


5 Upon the Sunday) Aſſemblies ate made both of 


e them that dwell iu Cities, and of them that dwell 


ein the Gountry alſo . We riſe all tegether and 
„offer Prayers, whicib cheing ended Bread and 
ge hin and Vaternate braught forth.“ Here the 
Church evide my declares, that Juſtin Martyr is a 


2 y. Witneſs for the: canftant Uſe! of, mixt Wine 


bis Time, and not uni in any one particular, Ci- | 
ty, but in Cilies, which denotes all the Cities in the 
Chtiſtian World. The Church indeed produges this 


1 Teſtimony to prove,! thar-Prayers;. and Sacraments 


ought to be miniſtred in a known Tongue. But moſt 
undoubtedlyn if:{he had thought, às ſome Purians 
„that che // Mater qs can Addition to cha Sdcrament, 
or that this Practice is -niOt;,ag8xceable to the WoII 
ot God and the primitive Ebuyghy bio Ne 
T1646 | let 


worn Dro — p . 


nay... * 
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became à Chriſtian about the V ear 


| SD e 
fer ſome Mark of iDiftike/ upon this Teſtimonyyn lefl 
Het Members ſhow'd > be > Ted imd an. Error! by! ir, 
But here is 'notQanfurerirarald upon the Place; on 
the contrary it is cited with great Approbation, as 


the rds ol a moſt Whcient and learned Writer l = 


at enn desire vi ieee, .anmrotiat? 


Vil here zee ub euflädr u Hitide Nbe Madita ble 


Sonlſequeneeof ber apptoving this Teſtimony of 8. 
Juſtin, Hieh will) appear to de this that our. Bleſ- 


led Savidar did moſt prhbablyidſe mixt Win at the 


Iaffirution of the. [Eacharift Ig make not i Me loaſt 


Proof; chat mixt Wane Was used in the Time of the 


Apoſthes. That Bleſſed Martyr in his 'Apology.- (wrote 


av the lateſt:in the Year - 119, ſome ſay tem Vers 


 Jooner} delcribing the uhiverſal Practice ofHhe Church 
An the Celebration of the Hucbatiſt, puts ai: beyond 
Diſpate, as the learned Mr. Reeves ſays in his Notes, 


that mixt Wine Was conſtauttiy made uſt of by the 


F He Chriſtians. And no one was um apa- 


ble f kund wing what was the [univerſal Rractice than 
S. Juſin, who had travel through all the: Chriſtian 
World; and had no- queſtioh ſeen all che moſd fa. 
mous Churches. Päleffine, where the Church of. Je- 
euſulem is was his Native Country. Hel teils us 
likewiſe in his Cobortatio ad Gretos, that herwas at 
Alexandtia; where he ſaw- the Nemains of the Houſes 
in which dhe Sytuagint made their Tranſlation}; and 
at R where he bad reſided many V ears) he wrote 
this very Rpology. Aud. o- queſtion ur the fame 
Curtofity:let> him to viſit? the Afranthkiand Grecian 
Churches:fourided by the Apoſtles; ſince che Former 
were! near-higfowhn Coumry, and both of them in 


bis Way to Ramel He was therefore a very: ſuffict- 


ent Wiens ſs of the univ erſal Nracticę in his Pine.“ 

munen ngyontd 6 di baihaimsd odge 
+6 a the:next Place let us conſider}: forihow 1 
a'Tinse-backward 8. Juſtin Roa propel Wpinefe ; 

tian about the iY ear and be tells 

us in hie Apology, P. 27. (Buf Grab) that-he hne 
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mitive Diſciples, which is a very ſtrong Argument 
_ of what was done by the Bleſſed Jeſus himſelt; it is 


not very probable, that a Perſon of our Saviour's 
exemplary Sobriet and great Abſtemiouſneſs wou'd 
croſs the Jewiſh Cuſtom of drinking mixt Wine' at 


the paſchal 5 9 5 and that ſo many as the 


four paſchal Cups, of which the Euchariſtical was 


one, wete pure without any Water at all in them to 
temper and make them fit for ſo ſerious a Myſtery. 
It being hence apparent enough that the Mixture 


was a primitive and Apoſtolieal Practice, as Biſnop 
Hickes makes no Scruple to affirm it was in his 
Chriſtian Prieſthood, p. 141, and moſt probably the 
Practice of our Rleſſed Saviour himſelf, tho' not en- 
join'd by Him as an eſſential Part of the Inſtitu- 
tion, becauſe not expreffy mention'd in Scripture; 
no Marvel the Church of England declares it to be 
agreeable to the Word of God and the primitive 


Church, and conſequently allows of that as well 


as of any other Sort of Vine, or rather ' prefers 
that in her Judgment before any, becauſe of its be- 
ing us'd by the primitiye Church. Tis certain, tho“ 
ſhe may tolerate them, yet ſhe does not tountenance 
thoſe Who are againſt the Lawfulneſs of the Mixture 
in direct Oppoſition to Apoſtolical Practice; her O- 
pinion being clearly deliver'd in Biſhop Overal's Con- 


vocation-Book, p. 191. That whilſs Men do labour 


to bring into Diſcredit the ancient Fathers and primi- 
tive Churches, they derogate from themſelves ſuch Cre- 


dit as they hunt after, and as much as in them lieth; 


bring many Parts of Religion into wonderful Uncertain- 
fy. And F can't but think that whoever raſhly main- 


tains the Uſe of mixt Wine to be a depraving of 


the Euchariſt, and the primitive and Apoſtolical Fa- 
thers to have ſin'd in uſing it, internally cuts himſelf 
off from the Catholick and Apoftolick Church, and 
thereby PERF endangers his Salvation; however ex- 

e may communicate with any Part of tha 
e 4 een e r e 54; 0 ee 
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Fu Church of England then holding the Lawful- 
neſs of mixt Wine and recommending primitive Pra- 
@ice in the Celebration of the Eucharift, her Biſhops 
and Prieſts may lawfully conform to her Advice, and 
may admit all others to Communion that do ſo. And 


now let us ſee, what this Gentleman has to. ſay in 
Proof of her forbidding mixt Wine. It. bad been 
argu'd, that mixt Wine is denominated Wine id the — 
firſt Liturgy, and that therefore it is proper to inter- 
pret the preſent Rubrick to mean that Sort of Vine. 
To this he Anſwers, That the Word Wine is of a 
twofold Signification in the Language of the Church. 
Very true, and this is what I have all along con- 
tended for, that the Word Vine is to be underſiogd 
of mixt as well as of unmixt in the Judgment of 
the Church of England. But he ſays in the Rubrick 
of the firſt Liturgy the Word Mine is twice te | 
once before and once after the Order for mixing; 
and that That before the Order is unmixt, becauſe of 
no Order yet for mixing, But LI deny this to be the 
Reaſon; and the true one is, becauſe the Order for 
mixing follows. For if it had not follow'd, and ſo 
clearly determin'd, that the Word Wine in that Place 
muſt be meant of pure, it might have been under- 
 Kood of either mixt or pure, in the ſame Manner as 
is the Phraſe Fruit of the Vine, becaute. there is no 
Order for mixing in the Goſpels. ' The rational Con- 
cluſion then is, not what he wou'd have ir, that 
when the Church ſpeaks of Wine, having not ap- 
pointed it to be mixt before, ſhe ſpeaks of Wine 
unmixt: But this, That when ſhe: {peaks firſt of 
Wine, and then orders it to be mixt, ſhe there cer- 
tainly ſpeaks of Wine unmixt, and that if ſuch an 
Order did not follow, it wou'd not be determined 
what Sort of Wine ſhe ſpoke of, and her Rubrick 
might be conſtru'd by the Prieſt to mean either mixt 
or pure, and ſa either of them be us'd according to 
his Diſcretion. - Therefore his pretended true State of 
the Caſe in the firſt reform'd Liturgy is a very falſe 
N 8 One, 


not but that 


? I & Þ 
one, and ſo is alſo his Account of the preſent Of- 
-fice. He ſays, there is no Order, for mixing before 
the preſent Rubrick, therefore the Wine order'd hy 
it is not mixt. And I reply, there is nothing that 
forbids mixt Wine, therefore the Wine may be as 
well mixt as not, if mixt Wine, is proper for the 
Celebration of the Euchariſt, which no one of any 
Senſe and Learning, can deny. He. adds, there. js 
no Order for mixing afterwards;, therefore the Wine 
ſtill remains unmixt. And 1 rejoin, that becauſe 
there is no Order for mixing afterwards, therefore 
it is not determin'd whether the Wine in 1 aubaje 
ſhall be mixt or unmixt, and con equently it is left 
to the Prieſt's Diſcretion ; whereas it muſt undoube- 
edly have been unmixt, if there had been an Order 


* 


1 


for mixing in any other Place or Rubrick afterwards. 


FN F & IT oe f 
A grant our preſent Kubrick o be unlike: the old 
one, becauſe the one has and the other has not an 
Order for adminiſtring in mixt Wine alone: But 
ſill it does not follow, that a good. Argument mayn't 
be drawn from the old Rubrick in 4 55 of. the 
new. For ſince the preſent Rybrick does not forbid 
mixt Wine, or order the ſole Uſe of pure; and; on- 
ly has the Word Mine in it without, any Epithet .zp 
denote any particular Sort: The Cnfequenge i 
we may uſe that Word in ſuch a Senſe, as the Chilrck 
authorizes ; and ſince in the Rubrick of hex: firſt Li- 
turgy ſhe uſes it to ſignify both pure ang 71 os 
in the preſent Rubrick, the legal Obligation upon 
all to uſe only mixt Wine being indeed remay'd, 
but not the diſcretignary Power ofthe Miniſter taken 
away. He ſays, The new Kubrick rejects the Order 
for the ſole Practice of the Mixture, which, is in, the 
old one: But then it does not follow, as he pre- 


tends, that therefore the new one {peaks of nd o- 


ther than unmixt Wine; but only that the Prieſt is 
not 3 to uſe only mixt. Vine 35 formerly 
, d if; he. w 
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HE argues Nay Orkut Mr Wine was a. Rite 
porta *order'd by the firſt Book," and being 
left out and not order'd by the fecond, it is there- 


fore - forbidden by tlie Act of Uniformity, which for- 


bids to ule any "other Rite, Ceremony, &c. openly or 


ꝓprivily. In Reply to this let mè put the Caſe as it 


really was, that no other büt unleaven'd Bread was 
"6rder'd by the firſt Liturgy, and was omitted and 
not rde rd by the fecond : Does it follow, that 
therefore ir is row forbiden by the Act of Unifor- 
mity? No cettainly. It can only be ſaid with 
Truth, that che ſole Oſe of unleaven'd Bread is for- 
bidden, and not that it is not *comprehended under 
the Word Bread in the Rubrick as well as leaven'd. 
In like Manner the Word Wine comprehending both 
ure and mixt, it can only be affitm'd, that the 
bligation to ule only mükt is annull'd, not that 
r Wine "maynt be us'd ſtill as well as pure. 
erefore *mikt Wine was not indeed the Rite or 
Ceremony; Wich was laid aſide, but only the Ob- 
ligation 'to't the e ſole Uſe of it was ſtruck ont; If he 
made put the afe” thus Thar mixt Wine alone, ex- 
düſtve of unmixt, was a Rite or Ceremony or- 
5 5 by the firſt Book ; the Fallacy had been very 
pparent. Fot the Neceffiry Iry of uſing mixt Wine 

Xo {6g may be hid aſide, and yet, the preſent Ru- 


| bi allen the Uſe" of mixt Wine equally with 


dure: And the Act of Uniformity may prohibit. the 
Former Uſage, and not the latter, they' being mani- 
feftly very different Rices; In ſhort, when we are 
farishy'd, 1 a Church does nv more but ſtrike out 
an Order for the Neceſſi ity of uling only mixt 
Wine, and makes ſuch 4 Rubriek as may with as 
good Reaſon be underſtood of mixt Wine as of 
unmixt, then we may rationally conclude ſhe' never 
intended entirely to forbid” mt Wine. Indeed if 
. 3 had ſaid, that the Prieſt ſhall ſet unmixt 
e upon the Table, then 1 grant mixt Wine had 

via another Sefemony and fo forbidden. Bur: "49 
mY | that 


8 
that can be ſnewn, or tilb it eano bi prod., that 
mixt Wine is not: Mine properi for the Euchatift; 
which I am ſure will be: ag vai attempt: LEanut 
affirm no State-Lawi does prohibit it; and iſi ncei is 


is no way contraty to lor forbidden hy any Ribniek; 
it indeed neceſlarily zfgllaves it isa not forbidde mib 


the Acts of Uniformity.“ For theſe Were purpoſely 
made in Aid of the Book of Common Prayer and 
to give it a eivil Sanction, land: rconſequently can't 


ijntendꝭ to forbid what is no Where forbidden by that 


Book. gf. bun avideang 377 nad nomibbd nr ai nes 
AGOW 1057167568. oh 01 ternibbA a6:5 bent iojudD 
IN my Preface L have produ&d: the: Opinions: of 
the: greateſt Men in the Church of Rugland, to ſhew 
ſhe never. intended eo rs the! Mixture! To 
which he anſwers, It is no ſtrange Thing for Biſhops 


and, others to act coutrary to the Laws of their bWI 


Church, when they hdve a mind to fellow the! Laws 


of the Catholick: Which is neither more nor leſs 


than to ſay, that all thoſe great and good Men had 

indeed no Conſciences no Regard ton the moſt ſo! 
lemn Obligations laid upon them hy the Laws both 
Eccleſiaſtical and Civil, and by their dw Subſeri- 
ptions. But it ſeems they are not tlie Church of 
England. Confeſt; yet he muſt acknowledge the 

were very conſiderable Perſons in it, and they will 
be believ'd to underſtand her Liturgy and Canons 
much better than he, netwithſtanding his egregious. 
Vanity in ſetting himſelf. up in Oppoſition to them. 


Theſe were the Men, Who compos'd that excellent 
Body of Canons in 1603, ſo much for the Benefit 


and good Government of the Church! And chere let 
me take Notice of; the XIVch of theſe Canons, from 
whence there has; been: rais'd an Objection againſt 
the Uſe of mixt Wine. The Woids are theſe & 
All Miniſters ſhall-obſerye the Orders, Rites and 
**. Ceremonies preſeribd in the Adminiſtration of 
the Sactaments, without either diminiſhing or ad- 
ding any Thing: in the Matter or Form thereof, 
It is hence argu'd;; chat there being Vater in mixt 

1 E 3 | Wine, 


5 
Wine, an dition is made in the Matter of the Cup, 
and 1 mixt Wine is forbidden in this 
Canon. Now: the Anſwer to this is very eaſy. For 
it is nõt 'eredible that thoſe eminent Perſons who 
compil'd theſe Canons ſnou'd cenſure what they in 
their own Judgments allow'd, and which the Church 
| herſelf affi rms to be agreeable to the eee 
ther primitive Church: The Water therefore can't 
be:look'd upon as an Addition to the Sacrament in 
the Senſe of this Canon. In the next Place, It Wa- 
ter is an Addition, then the primitive and Apoſtolick 
Church made an Addition to the Sacrament, which 
id a dangerdus and ſchiſmatical Aſſertion. The 
learfled Compilers of theſe Canons were undoubted- 
well appris'd of the primitive Practice, and it is 
bighly unreaſonable to entertain ſo hard a Thought 

them as to believe they purpos'd to cenſure it. 
It is therefore highly reaſonable to affirm, the Ad. 
ditibns they deſignid to forbid were ſuch as were 
forbidden hy the primitive Church, and no other; 
ſuch as were! made by Hereticks of old, as the put- 
ting Oil among the Bread, and offering Cheeſe with 
it, and the like, which are juſtly to be condemn'd 
as manifeſt Corruptions and Deviations from the In- 
Kitution! But this can't be ſaid of putting Water to 
the: Wine, For the Water being of a ſimple and 
cooling Nature does hot corrupt the Wine, but often 
makes it more agreeable and pleaſant; And fince 
fon that Reaſon Wine ſo mixt is commonly drank 
at Meals, and moſt probably was ſo at the Euchariſt 
by our Bleſſed Lind: biraſelk, as we are ſure it was 
by bis moſt primitive Diſciples, it is not to be con- 
demn'd as an Addition tõ it. We are not only te 
gonſider Wine barely as Wine; hut as ſuch Wine as 
is Uſually drank: And we know mixt Vine was 
uſnally drank where Our Saviour reſided, as it is till 
by many temperate Perfens even in theſe Northern 
—_— Upon which account it is as fit for the 
Adminiſtration of the Sacrament as unmixt, and 
therefore Water which is one of its gonſtituent Parts 
WET nt es 
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can't with ahy the Jeaſt-Propriety be call'd an Ad. 
dition to the Matter af the Sacrament, 
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H is difpleas'd, that the private Mixfure is only 
agreed to. Now tho” 1 don't think it ät all matèe- 
rial, whether it de made privately or openly, yet 1 
am of Opittion there is more to be faid, or as much: 
at leaſt, for the private as for the publick Uſage. 
My Reaſons are: Firſt, Becauſe tho* there is little 
Reaſon to queſtion but our Saviour's Cup was mixt, 
yet there being no Mention of it in the Goſpels, it 
can't be concfuded, that his Difciples ſaw him do it, 
or that ſome one of the Diſciples did not prepare 
the Wine for him withbut either bis or the Reſt of 
the Difciples looking on. We are fure the officiat- 
ing Prieſt frequently did not mix the Cup himſelf in 
Atter-ages, but it wWas brought him mixt before 
hand by "qr other Perſon: And why this might 
not be ks che Caſe at the Inſtitution, I can't dif- 
cern. He imagines it was publickly done by our 
Saviour, becauſe it is ſaid in the Proverbs, that Wi/- 
dom hath mingled her Wine, and crierh upon the high 
Places of the City, Come cat of my Bread and drink of 
the Wine that T haue mingl'd. Now tho' ſeveral e- 
minent Commentators both ancient and modern in- 
terpret this as a Prophecy of the Inſtitution of the 
Euchariſt; yet we can't be abſolutely fure, it really 
is ſo: And granting it Were, it is not here faid, 
that Wiſdom openly in the View of all her Gueſts 
mingPd her Wine; on the Contrary ir is manifeft 
from the Text, that ſhe firſt mingl'd it privately, and 
then ſent out and invited the Wife and Upright to 
partake of it. And as to the ancient Liturgies, Which 
allert our Saviour mixt, they don't ſay he did it 
publickly, and ſeveral of the ancient Liturgies don't 
mention his mixing. So that our Lord's nog, non 
Diſciples, Do this, does not imply that he bid them 
mix openly, which is the Thing this Gentleman un- 
dertakes to prove. But it ſeems the Apoſtles were 
Witneſſes of all Things, which he did in the Land of 
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preſs'd with : 


1 5 


| 2 Jews and in Jeruſalem, Acts x. 39. ang there- 


ore were Witneſſes of his mixing. I am ſorry to 
ſee him wreſt the Scriptures ſo unaccountably, If 


he had conſider'd the Context he wau'd; have found 


what Things they were Witneſſes of, viz... that He 


Went about doing Good and healing all that were op- 


he Devil. So then his Miracles were 


the Things of which they were Witneſſes, and this 
155 is juſt as much to the Purpoſe as, Abraham 


begat ſaac. Secondly, The private Uſage is more 
-agreeable to Antiquity than the Publick. 95 lin Mar- 


tyr expreſly affirms, that Bread and a Cup of Va- 
ter and Wine are brought to the Preſident. Here 
is Mention only of one Cup with the Ingredients. 
From whence it is clear, that the Wine was mixt 
before hand, and the Perſon officiating did not mix 
it in the View of the People, but he taking the Bread 
and Cup with Wine in it already prepar'd without 
any more ado gave Praiſe and Glory to God. Let 


me likewiſe obſerve, that When S8. Juſtin ſpeaks of 


the Inſtitution he does not mention that our Savi- 
our mixt. From whence I infer, there was neither 
a Rubrick for the Mixture, ordering it to be done 
publickly, nor Mention made of it when the - Inſti- 


* 


tution was recited in the Liturgies of thoſe Times, 
Likewiſe the Clementine Liturgy has no Rubrick, 
when the Mixture hall be made, neither has St. 
James s, St. Mark's, nor the greateſt Part of the 
old Liturgies, even many of thoſe who aſſert our 
Saviour mixt at the Inſtitution. Neither does St. 
Cyril of Jeruſalem make Mention of it: And 1 
don't recollect, that any of the Fathers of the three 
firſt Ages, not even St. Cyprian, ſay it was pub- 
lickly practiſed. From whence I inter, So tho? 
according to Cuſtom, the Mixture was always made, 
yet. it was not cyſtomary to make it publickly, but 
It was prepar'd before hand either by the. Deacon: or 
the Prieſt, in the Veſtry or Protheſis, which Biſhop 
Beveridge in the 2d+ Volume of his Pandects, p. 77 
eee 

8 e 


— 1 


#\ 23 


the Bema or Sanctuary where the Altar was: And + 
if any one will look upon that learned Biſhop's 
Plan of che zacient Churches," p. 71. ibi and ob- 
| ſerve where the Faithful ſtand, he will eaftly perceive 
7 it impoſſible: for them. to Jee che Elements. .prepar'd. 
I have thus given abundant Evidence, that the pri- 
Fate Mixture is /undoubtedly* the more ancient and 
general Practice, and therefore 1 need not trouble 


* 


p 7 . . 8 
2 myſelf or tire the Reader with conſidering his other 


imaginary. Reaſons, which, if what. I have here laid 
- down be true; are meer Impertine nces. For i they 
. are of any Weight, they Will de of equal Force 
5 Sgainſt the primitive Church, as againſt this Article 
. 5 of the Agreement. The. People of our Commu- 
£ nion will have the ſame Security, that the primi- 
x tive Chriſtians had, and no Man endow'd with a 
d | Mind free from n Aug ſcandalous. Suſpicions 


t of his. Superiors need. with for, more. 


* 


F But to remove all Grounds for any ſuch Suſpi- 

E - cions let me here obſerve, that by mixing privately 

r is meant; that it ſhall not be done openly before the 
e | Congregation. in Time of Divine Service, When the | 
i- Elements are ſet upon the Table; but it is not 

5, meant, that ſuch Who in a modeſt and peaceable 

bh Manner deſire it, ſhall be hinder'd from ſeeing the 

. Water put into the Cup and other Veſſels before Di- 

e Vine Service, begins, fo 2 dls = 


e 
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V. | Of the FORKS tbe. Biſhops of 1 Church * 
England have from-the Clauſe in be Pre. 
fate concerning the Service of the Church, 
Jo preſerve the Peace of the Church, and to 
.. .@ppeaſe- all Diver fities concerning the Man- 
ver how #0 underſtand, do and execute the 
| Things contain'd in the Liturgy, and to take 


- Order for the quieting of the ſame, ſo that 
tbe ſame Order be not contrary. t to re 1 * 
contain d in the Liturg 5 


17 is well Web that before the Nen Ahragton of 
King Charles II. there was a Deſign on Foot, + 
caſe the King had not return'd, to continue the E 
piſcopal Succeſſion. And it may be preſum'd he 
the Letters at the End of Dr. Barwick's Life, that a 
Perfon' was ſent over to that King by the then Bi- 
Mops to deſire his Conſent for the new Confecra- 
tions; and that the King readily granted their Re- 

ﬀ, wiſhing that ſuc Sone ens my might be 
Geedly made. Indeed the King's Reſtauration fal- 
ling out ſoon after happily prevented l farther 
Proceedings in chat Bufn eſs, But we will put the 


Caſe the King had not been reſtor'd, and not only 


new Biſhops had been conſecrated, but alſo all the 
old ones had been dead; the Queſtion is, whether 
ſuch Biſhops wou'd not have ſucceeded to the ſame 
ſpiritual Rights, Privileges and Powers their Prede- 
ceſfors enjoy'd before them. | 


Now this Writer round!y affirms 1 wou'd not, 
becauſe they were not elected, confirm'd, and con- 
ſecrated according to the Laws and Conſtitutions of 


the Church and State. But to this I anſwer, That 


theſe Statutes relating to the Election and Conſecra- 


tion of Biſhops were of no Force or Obligation in 


their 


{ 8 

their Gircimſtatices;:-it: being actually inipoſſible to 
obſerve them. Andi it: is a known Rule, chat no 
one is oblig'd to Iuipoſſibilities. When indeed the 
Laws can have their free Conrle, it is the Duty of 
alb Subjects, Biſhops às well as others, to obſerve 
them But when What the Law commands can't be 

bd with by the. Subjeck, in this Caſe, ſince no 
Legiſlator can be conceived to enjoin impoſſible 
Duties, ſuch a Law is to be eſteem'd not binding, 
and look! upon to be ini the famè State las if it were 
repeal'd, ſo long as it continues incapable ot being 
put in Execution. The Biſflops theręfefe being un- 
der no Obligation to do (theſe/Impoſhbilitiesenjoin'd 
by the Statutes, and being privileg'd by che extraor- 
dinary Neceſſity they lay under of continuing their 
Succeſſion, might have proceeded to admit others to 
the Epiſcopate, only taking Care to obſerve the 
Statutes as far as they were able. For tho' they 
cou'd not do what they wou'd, yet they were un- 
doubtedly bound to ds what they cou'd in Obedience 
to the Laws of their Country. And if they had done 
this, the Biſhops ſo conſéeruted by them bad in 
common Senſe and Reaſon, tho' not according to 
the very Letter of the Law; been as rightful and 
lawful Biſhops as themſelves, and their Infetiors had 
been oblig'd to pay em the ſame Reſpect and Du- 
ifs and they had been as' juſtly entitl'd te all the 
piritual Powers and Privileges, which the Laws had 
confirm'd te their Predeceſſors. 1-therefore make 
bold to ſay, the Deſcription this Gentleman gives 
of a legal Biſhop, is no better than a ſolemn Piece 
of Impertinence; and is an Evidence of his groſs 
Ignorance in the moſt common Things, and how 
very unfit he is to be 'a Director of other Mens 
Conſeiences. r Tas | 


Ir 'Biſhops' thus conſtituted, tho“ not according 
to the ſtrict Nicery and Formality of the Law, are 
not ſo far legal Biſnops as to beè legally enabl'd 
to do all ſuch ſpiritual Acts, as the Laws of che 
3 . 


3 b 
1 a 1 
| jt Church and State require of them, then this evident 
i Abſurdity will follow, That ſuch Biſhops, and the 
il ſame muſt be ſaid of all their Priefts, can't. perform 
0 any of the Offices of the Church. They can't read 
it the Prayers, baptize, adminiſter the Euchariſt, or- 
TY | dain, or do any other ſacerdotal Act: Becauſe every 
3 | Rubrick of every Office is Part of the ſtatute Law 
1 of England, as well as a Law of the Church; and 
0 thoſe Biſhops and Prieſts being not legal can't be the 
4 Biſhops and Prieſts mention'd in thoſe Rubricks, 
"ot and conſequently as this Gentleman ſays, ' p. 39. 
| all their. Acts pretended to be done by Virtue of 
ii thoſe \Rubricks are utterly. null and void. The 
| | Church+then had been in a fine Condition indeed, if 
ix the Reſtauration had not Jap Fe But notwithe 
1 ſtanding this Gentleman's high-flown Nonſenſe, they 
1 had undoubtedly been as legally qualified to perform 
ot every Part of their Function, as thoſe Laws cou'd 
1 qualify them, which had at that Time and in their 
itt deplorable Circumſtances any Force or Validity. 
If The Laws about the Manner of ele&ing and conſe-: 
1 crating Biſhops did not all of them oblige, but ſome 
Pd of them did, for Inſtance thofe which it was poſ- 
Fl ſible for them to put in Execution; and if they had 
Fl been careful to do all that any Law, they cou'd exe- 
1 cute, did enjoin, they had apparently performid all 
aj that Law, Juſtice and the Legiſlature. cou'd be ra- 
Wu tionally. ſuppos'd to expect from them, And he 
"Bl muſt be lookt upon as very unreaſonable who re- 
Ki quires more, | | 7 6 01 bigd 
Hl Ts evident then ſuch Biſhops wou'd have been, 
FI as legal as the diſtracted Times wherein they liv'd 
=. wou'd permit, and had been legally enough em- 
| 1 | power'd to do all thoſe ſacerdotal Acts, Which Big 
4 | ſhops in other more peaceable Times were autho- 
=_ riz'd to do; and the rather ſo, becauſe. they had 
=_ the Conſent of the King for their Warrant: Tho! 
= if they cou'd reafonably preſume he woy'd allow. 
—_ > . . . . 
= their Authority, it were ſufficient in ſuch a Caſe as, 


this, 


E 1 


this. And if they wow'd have had a ſufficient legal 


Right to execute every Part of their Function; if 
they had had Authority by Law to perform all the 


Offices. of the Church as eſtabliſn'd by the Conſti- 
tutions of the Kingdom; then they might juſtly have 
claim'd the Exerciſe of that ſuper- eminent Power al- 


low'd them by the aforeſaid Clauſe, and of all otber 


Acts of Government purely ſpiritual, which the Laws 
whether Eccleſiaſtical or Civil give Biſhops a clear 
Right to exerciſe. | I ſay Ads of Government pure- 
ly ſpiritual; becauſe this was all they intended to 
challenge the Performance of, all that was neceſ⸗ 


ſary in their Cireumſtances, and therefore all they 
could preſume the Civil Power intended to allow. 

This Power then ſpecified in this Clauſe being pure- 
ly ſpiritual, in vain this Writer uſes his envious En- 


deavours to wreſt it from them. Fis what he may 


reſt aſſur'd they will ever think it their Duty to de- 
fend to the utmoſt of their Power; it being the un- 
doubted . ee Right of Biſhops and of them a- 


lone, deriv'd to them from the Apoſtles and our 
Bleſſed Lord himſelf authoritatively to appeaſe Dif- 


ferences and heal Diviſions in the Church. For he 


that knows any Thing of the Authority of Biſhops 


and of the Nature of an Epiſcopal Church muſt be 
convinced, that by Divine Inſtitution the chief Gq-. 
vernment thereof is ſolely in« their Hands, and that 


in the Exerciſe of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline the infe- 
rior: Clergy are in Conſcience bound to act in a 


ſubordinate Sphere, and only by Authority and Di- 


recłion from them. 


Bor this Writer obſerves, that in the Practice of 
the Statute Law there muſt not be the leaſt Devia- 
tion from the very Letter of the Statute, and the 
aforeſaid Clauſe, only mentioning the Biſhop of the 


Dioceſe, therefore only Dioceſan Biſhops have the 
Dower granted by that Clauſe. But ſuppoſe there 
can't. be in the rigid Senſe any legal Dioceſan Bi- 


thops,'as in the Caſe I have put before; and it is 
15 * 2 = therefore 
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ceſe in the moſt legal Method, and therefore only 


juſtly be preſam'd, that when the legal Courſe is 


Meaning of the Law, and give)ſuch Riſhops, ſince 


and conſequently in the Intention of the Lawgiver 


TT 6 3. 
therefore impoſſible the very Letter of: the Statute 
tan de obſerv'd: Is it not evident, that tben not 
the Letter of the Law, but the Reaſon and Deſign 
of it is ſolely to be regarded? When the Law was 
made the Legiſlature did not foreſee the Church 
wou'd ever be brought into ſuch unfortunate Cir- 
cumftances, as to want Biſhops ſet over each Dio- 


mentions ſuch Dioceſan Bimops. But it may very 


obſtructed, and only ſucby Biſno ps can be made as a 
diſtreſs'd and perſecuted State of the Church will 
ſuffer, the Legiſlature wou'd tconſent to emlarge the 


no other can be had, the fame Spiritual Powers 
with the ftrialy legal Dioceſans. For this Power is 
allow'd and confirm'd to them as Biſhops and fu- 
preme Ecclefiaſtical Governors, and not as Tet over 
Diocefes, in order to heal the Breaches in the Church; 


all Biſhops who are equally fupreme Governors can 
lay an equal Claim to it. It is manifeſt, that the 
maintaining the Authorhiy in the Biſhops to pre- 
vent or heal Diviſions was the anly Cauſe or Mo- 
tive Which induc'd both the Eccleſiaſtical and Civil 
Legiflature to enact the Law; there is no Doubt 
therefore but they wou'd have apply'd it to che pre- 
ſent Caſe, had they foreſeen it: Becauſe there is 
always the ſame Neceflity in whatever State of the 
Church, that the Biſhops ſhou'd have this Authority, 
and becauſe otherwiſe in the preſent Caſe this Law 
wou'd be entirely uſeleſs. I grant in ordinary Ca- 
ſes, in orderly Times the Letter and plain Words 
of the Law are to be regarded. Bur this does not 
hold true, when the Iniquity of Times renders the 
Letter of the Law impracticable. But then we are 
to have Recourſe to the Reaſon and Equity of it, to 
that Senſe thereof which moſt enforces the End and 
Deſign of the Law, altho' it be not comprehended 
in the Words of it: Then alſo we are to * 
t. What 
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ſuch an Exigence they wou'd haye confirg'd 10 the 


this Clauſe, they haying in all Neſpects the ſame 
ſpiritual Authority whick they Bad, "and Tacceeding 


Foundation of the Ecele 


RE: 
what the Legiſlature wou'd have directed, if. ſuch, 
Contingericy bad been foteſeen. by them; J ad it | 


there is all imaginable Reaſon' to believe, chat in 
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Biſhops, tho* not Dioceſans according to alf the 
Forms, the Power granted to their Predeceſſors in 


them in the Government of the ſame. Flock, ir is a 


flagrant Injuftice to deny it them, This Law is no- 
thing more than declaratory of the Ancient Righ 
and it therefore can't be ſuppos'd to dep N 


Ate 
Jud Je thereforg ant Be Inpper'd to ea 
of that Authority to heal Divifions, Which they a. 
lone hays been rightfully dei of Bom the Len 


BE STD ES, this Clauſe is not merely a Civil, Bur 
an Eccleſiaſtical Law confirm d and efabliſk'Fby rhe 
Civil; that is, it is an Eccleſiaſtical Law pringigal- 
ly and a Temporal Law by Accident only and to 


fore to regard what was the Intention of Church 

in it, and then we ſhall be ſure of the Deſign of the 

Civil, Legiſlature, For ſince it only confirms hat 
the Church intended, the Intention of both mult be 
the ſame. Now. is it likely, that Biſhops woy'd in- 
rend to defraud their lawful Succeflors of thoſe ſpi- 
ritual Rights and Privileges which they enjoy'dthem- 
ſelves? Or cou'd they deſign in a diſtreſs'd State of 
the Church ſtill more to diſtreſs it by forbiddin 

them to uſe ſuch Means to appeaſe and quiet Pit 
ferences and to procure and promote the publick 


make it the more effectually obey'd. | ae 
the Churc 


Goods, as they theught neceſlary ſhou'd be allow'd 


themſelves? To imagine this is moft abſurd aijd un- 


reaſonable, and we may therefore fairly conclude, 


that Biſhops are to be underſtood to ſucceed their 
Predeceflors in all their ſpiritual Rights and Privi- 


 leges, unleſs ſome Law has expreſly and in clear 
and proper Words decreed the contrary. In, ſhort 
dhe Biſhops haye the ſame Right ro, the Exergiſe..of 


L _ this 
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* tead the Offices of, de Chyrch in che pivace AF 
\" - ſemblies; there is the lame Neceſlity for the one as 
wi! ' for the other, and there is more Neceſſity the Biſhops 
: ſhou'd. have this Power in a perſecuted, than in 4 
flouriſhing State of the Church, becauſe it is impoſ- 


ſible to baue Recoutle to 2/Convoration, 


| Bor tho' this Writer denies this Authority in the 
2 Biſhops, yet 1 would preſume there is none who a- 
{ft gree With him in this Opinion, eſpecially none a- 
it mong thoſe who own themſelves Members of the 
1 | Church of England: For, they cannot but Know. 
1 that this Power has before now been exerciſed by 
| their Biſhops. When they thought it more for the 
14 Peace. of the Church, they ordered pure or unmixt * 
1 Wine, as this Gentleman has ſhewn, p. 3 5. But the 
- Caſe being very much altered ſince then, three of 
the Points being allow'd to be ſufficiently in the Li- 
xurgy, and no Alteration being requir'd as formerly, , 
the Biſhops think it more for the Peace of the Church 
now to order only mixt Wine; which they believe 
they have the ſame Power to do as to order pure 
before. It is to no purpoſe to ſay that this is au- 
thorizing the ſame Perſons to determine the two 
Extremes of a Contradiction: For there is no ab- 
Turdity at all in that, if thoſe two Extremes are 
Things indifferent, as in the preſent Caſe, and nor 
contrary to any Thing contain'd in the Liturgy. Far 
Inſtance, leaven'd and unleaven'd Bread are as much 
Contraries as mixt and pure Wine, but they being 
5 both of them Bread, and ſo either of them agreeable 
Wi to Sur Bleſſed Saviour's Inſtitution, the Church may 
N | order either of theſe two Extremes of a Contradicti- 
' 


on, 'as this Gentleman calls them. 80 alſo White 
i} and Red Wine are Contraries, but yet I preſume, 
jj it is no groſs abſurdity to order either the one or 
WE the pen For ths mixt and unmixt, White and 
Red are Contraries, yet theſe ſeveral Sorts are'com- 
Prebended under the W, ord ine, and therefore are 


R 
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* * 


„ 


ro fer Wine upon the holy Tahle. Af mit Wine ware 
. contrary to Wine, then it Wou' d not be Winetat 
Al, Which is indeed at firſt Sight à greſe Abfündity. 
But if mixt Wine is 4 Species ot Sort of Wine, as 
our Neſſed Saviour, his Apoſtles and the primirixe 
Church did believe it, then it can't be contrary. tea, 
becauſe as every Freftiman knows, 8 Species can't | 
de repugnavt to its Genus. | And if mint Wine is 
not contrary to ins, chen to order mixt Wines mw 
contrary to the Nuabrirb. For it is Wine in gener 
Which is enjqin'd in the Rubrick, and not a e 


ro ſet his Hand now to an Order for uf 
- Wine only, as to jain gs 


4 92 1 


At Grstrin de de Riakricks which (hatches: Sad - 


cular Sort of it, which is left emirely to the 


tion of the Prieft, Mixt Wine ch e may be uad 


as lawfully and agreeably to the Rubrick as, 7 
and 1 — id be Lr any one if he won d give 
me a good Reaſon why any of the Perſons: mancion'd 
by this Write in p. 35. has not as mich log ma 


the ſole Uſe of pure. It ſeems the N rs fee! 
-aliow'd to exerciſe-this Power, how then come they 


now to loſe it! Did the Presbyters at that Time 


think it their Duty according to the ſolemn Promiſe 
made at their Ordination reverencly to obey thei Bi- 


mops, following with 4 We Mind and Will thew god- 


5 Admonitions, and ſubmitting emſelwet to theif God- 
Judgments, and are ax now at Liberty to treat, 
ir Authority with Diſreſpect anid Contempt? i 

thers be any Thing like Conſcience, any Thing of 

2 hin r in ere 1 Wen mien, 5 


1 
$3 


Hs pretends that mixt Wine is more thai, is Pre- 
keribed and that an Order which commands more 


man what is directed by the Kubricks is contary 8 


them. But I. deny that mixt Wine is more cage ie 
preſerib d. Any Wine which is _— er for the A 
Aiſtration is what is preſcrib?d' by Rubriek ; b 
«nate it) can't be deny'd that mixt Wine is as 2 — . 
ow: that” Purpoſe as * uh cam rherafgre, _ 


— 
—— 
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| {ak Prrüth be faid to be more than i ib'd; : 

1 | ?'Truth be faid to be more than is apreſcrib'd. He 
FS. 4 


i. : affirms,” that the Biſhops have notchuthority to order 
= Bread, Wine and Water to be plac'd upon the Table. 


Suppoſe that, yet it is nothing to his Purpoſe; For 
5 tho“ they can't order all cheſe to be plac'd diſtinctiy 
5 band ſeparately upon the Table, yet it does not fol- 
low, that they mayn't order Wine which has Water 
[188 already mixt and incorporated in it;:and is; fit for the 
1 Celebration of the Euchariſt, as any other Sort of 


WW | Wine whatever. To place Bread, Wine and Water 

1 upon the Altar, and to place Bread and mixt Wine, are 

[i two different Things; and the one may be agreeable 

: 5 : . . I | _ es 3 FO | 

1} to the Rubrick, tho! the other be eontrary to it. For 

1 it is evident Wine and Water, While ſeparate, can't 
| be call'd Wine, tho* when join'd together they are 
| -allow?d: to be fo. Since therefore Wine does not 


ceaſe to be ſo by putting a:little Water to it, and it 
till continues Wine without Loſs or Prejudice, (with- 
out Debaſement or Corruption, and ſtill goes under 
:the ſingle Name of Wine; He takes that for grant- 
ed, which he | ought to prove, when he ſays, that 
mixt Wine is not comprehended under the Name 
SY zof: Wine in the Rubrick, or that mixt Wine is more 
| thaw is preſcrib'd by the Rubrick. But I have ſhewn 
above, that mixt Wine is Wine according to the 
Judgment of the Church of England, I therefore 
need ſay. no more of it herſGGmmmgea. 
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21 IN the next Place I deny, that an Order which 
commands more than is directed by che Rubricks, is 
contrary to them. Now tho“ I have anſwer'd this 
100+ Objection in p. xx. of my Preface, yet I will here 
| 1 | | -etideavour' to confirm what I bave thete-{aid:; I have 
N in that Place affirm'd, that there was no Rubrick 
Witt | | in Queen Elixabeth's Common Prayer-Book for plac- 
11 | ing Bread and Wine upon the Altar, i and yet the 
Wi . Prieſt was not probibited doing this, tho“ it ds more 
N | Khan the Rubrick preſoribes. Now it is inovAnfwer 
| ite ay: that the Liturgy neceffarily fuppos'di-the 
Bread and Wine ſnou'd be placd there. For this, is 
e | 1 =” >” oundennmery 


| 
| 
| 


bl plac“ d, 77 Ing e mention 'dapd el forth ; 


N clatiug Prieſt, bel ore, 15 uchart 


' 6orfle er'd. more, 
and 


. 

20 

undo aa 1922 3 and ar the, 10 00G e i A, cles 
1 of Is; only. more, dein ds kae .þ 


en, . the Pert eng b whom the „Elements weis 


now Jet ug ſy "hh 


the ſeveral; Or aries bac 
requir'd thar, 8 0 ie 1120 


e 'fo VR by} the; offi- 


loes e not As 00d. as cont ls, 8 this bad not 
een contrary 47 an) Naehe tho e than, pre- 
fetib'd? Is tit bot then evident that he is unc Jer 2 
Miſtake in affirming, that the very Letter of the 
Rubricks are always to be. exactly, adber'd_ to, and 


that"they are | Breakers of them w 05 barel order | 


more than they Fade e "Tf indeed. Tor not. 9288 
ut -alſo ſomething in ( „ 
inſtead of the Rites mentian'd Opp. ſet "TAY 
and with a Defivn to. reje ct ang exclude” them ; TY 10 
wou'd be coftfary | 50 the. Rubricks; But the yer 
ordering more only poſes. that the Rubrical Rites 
and Ceremonies : Ade Neal to be obſery'd. Be- 
ſides chere were ſeveral Things reſcrib'd_ in t 
Canons, which were. not order” 0 in the Kubricks; 
and Yer it was never imagin'd. that they were con- 
trary to any Thing contain'd in the Liturgy. But if 
barely ordering more, was ordering ſometfing con- 


land by obſerving the Canons were breakers of the 


ſtatute Law, which according to this Writer's abſurd 


ay of arguing they were puniſhable for; becauſe a 
Canon is of no Force againſt an Act of Parliament. 
In like Manner it is no Where ſaid in any Rubrick or 
other Law of the Church of England, that the Altar 
ſhall be plac'd againſt the Eaſt-wall of the Church, or 


| be'rail'd about, or that the People ſhall come up ts 


the Rails to receleh the. Bleſſed Sacrament. | But {till 


I hope the Biſhops may take Order for ſettling ſuch 
Matters. When therefore the Act of Uniformity ſays 
ub other Rite, or Ceremony ſhall be us'd, it means 
ſich Ceremonies as are inconſiſtent either with the 
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ick Service. begins 


tfary, eons the whole Clergy of the Church ot Eng- 
ber 87 


-- 


” » ” 
a , 
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Teen, Accident 


1 80 * 

ature * the. Office, or wich the TV Words 0 4 
in Prayers aud Kubrick and the Kal and obyio 
Meaning therevf, But it cannot be affirm'd that mi 


* Wine is contrary to the Nature of the Euchariſtick 


eryice withonr condemning all Antiquity, which no 
an of Senſe and Sobriety "will ever do; neither is 


| i po neny to the Words of the Kubrick or expreſly 


rohibued by it, the Prieſt peing not directed to ſet” 
1 Wine upon the Table. It therefore can't be 
ontrary, to the Rubrick, eden cho it ſhow be granted 


Bat e Sake, heck it is anne is a 


. } £, as 0 if 1} 


G * he . 15 ” Ariel of the eemen 
35 might p Inftance to proye, that a = 
* is reſerib d, is not otdeting What is contr 
0 de Ra brick. The Rubrick commands the Prie 
0 * ſo much Bread and Wine as he ſhall arte 
722 Rut now oſing he. places more th n 
ſuffcient, can it be id he acts contra f 
1 ubrick} And it he does hat, then ſurely $8" law- 
M to order thatmore than is ſufficient may be.plac'd, 
| s Gentleman indeed pretends that the Agreement 
orders tefs. than a Kubrick dire cs and defi gpedly { ſets 
de the Rubrick about ſecond. ee e As : 
were faulty, But this is ,only his Miſtake. Far 
nbtpich tand 1 Treg Article, * rough any unfore- 
there ſhould be Need of a ſecond Con · 


0 he may aflure himſelf it will be no other» 


al the” 


e than according to our Church's. Rubrick. 
Deſign. of the Article is poching elſe, bn t 
hi binder the Service from being interrupted by a ſecon 
onſecration, which tho? the * Church accounts as va- 
1 as the frſt, vet ſhe does not look upon it as quire 
} brderly and decent, ſince Te direqs in a for 
ubrick, that the Prieſt ſhall place ar firſt, fo muc 
read nd Wine, as ſhall be in Bis] udgme a luſh iens 
r all the Conmunicants. So that Ie Article 17 
1 deed no more than a Direction, that oe Care 


#06 en . DAY Bop Mind. 40g: $946 tion 


4 
- 


* 

* 

* 
1 . . So, 
OT OR 2 


crstions, W. *. "nnd 
only fad 15 . Brea fe 
2 what 1 v4 in, 


that © 
Cafe? And fi Ince no ge t ihe Ae e e 
happen'd zin the Aer Church, WB af. ma 
ce is in any. of the ancient. Hude 8 
rag tw, pary careful v. but 10 no Purpaſe, 9 | 
kaaw, from the Kam 12 Cb Miſfal, What baz 3 ä 
Cog of the Weſtern Church, I. can't 5 bur, we 
muſt believe. it to vt A. A Practice, leſs n 
can be ſhewn. to be ny, £9 FREY Wee 
perſy win prove. © i _—_ 
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Pt Have... now. ful anfeer'd a hw! is. da ans Ay - 
| ris: Gentleman' 8 ty as but bet ore, 1 concludę I will 
| take Notice of an Objsction or two: of another Nay 
ture. It has been afftm'd that ſome wortky Per 
ſons Rf 4 ag to the Canons of our Church are ex- 
communicated ip/a ſacto, and therefore can't be re- 

ſtor'd e Repentance and ſolemn Re- 

vocatibn of Errors. ut it is a great Miſtake ts 

they, ; are excommunicated. in the Senſe ef the 

Canon, as will plainl E from theſe Words of 

Mr. Keteleel L in_ his. Treatiſe of Chriſtian Commu- 

mon, Part BN: c. 7. The Diſſenters from the B. 

piſcg ommunion among us are all Schiſmas» 

ec aa MATER they have not driven out of the 

* Church, but allow'd to join with us in publick 

«© Offices, when they wou'd come into our Churches, 

«« as ſtill they have been invited and encourag'd 9 

9 do, if they were not under Sentence of Excommiu- 
ve nication, from the Biſhops Courts, yea the! their 
* Offences. Were liable to 150 fasto Ex communica- 
6 tions; bein 2 only ſentantia lata ab ipſe jure; a Sen- 
* tence paſs'd by the Law, which as the Canoniſts 

e ſay, neads ſantentium latam 4 judice, another Sen- 
e tence-pals'd by the Judge; an ipſo facto Ex commu- 

* nication, By any Canons not barring. Men from 
' Communion, 1 ne: be a declaratory hr 

*3 * as. 
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"© 35 Ne fa: ud Archbiſhop; Tad in N Hi: 
to of his 8 is of the ſame Opihion: Ex- 


BE tabs in Law, iþſo 


LE oe | 


communication, * he, is in many Cafes in- 
15 „And yet ante latam ſenten- 


7 fim, till Sentence be gel pronounc'd againſt 


* im, no Man ſhall be ſubjected to theſe Keattul 
_ « Conſequences which follow upon it.“ And in che 
Statute of the zth of Edward WI. c. 4. 170 be 


ſtriking in the Church, it is faid, Thar ipſo facto 
very Ferſon fo offending hail be deem d excommunicate ; 
and yer” he that Krikes doth not ſtand excommunicate, 


untill he be thereof convicted At Law and ſuch Con- 


viction be tranſmitted to the Ordinary: And in Ca- 
ſes Where Ex communication ipſo facto has been plead- 


ed againft't the Plaintif, the Plea has been rub'd to be 


ill, and lar'd that it cõuld not be admitted -with- 


out ſpe wing an Excommunication by the Ordinary or 
ner his Seal.” See Gibſon's Codex $5 1 


1040336 en! 


4 1 __ en indnusted, as if we hows: deſert the 
Church eftabliſh'd as it was under Archbiſhop” San- 
roff's' Conduct; and it has been aſſerted, it is well 
known that excellent Prelate did not favor What has 
been determined by our Biſhops: © But how does that 
appear? Has he any where expreſly declared his 
Judgment äbout the Particulars in Diſpute? I am 
ſure the Paſſage cited out of his Articles of Viſtration 
is nothing to che Buſineſs! ” For will not the Clergy 
according to the preſent Scheme of Union perform 


all minffterial Offices and Duties in ſuch Manner and 


Form as is directed by the Book of Common Prayer | 


| without Addition, Diminution, or Alteration? Does 


he that places Wine, that has been privately mixt 
make any Addition to the publick Form? Not in 
the leaſt, unleſs it can be ſnewn that it is abſolutely 
altilewtul to uſe mixt Wine. In the next Place will 


not the Clergy in all Reſpects be conformable to the 
Laws and Orders of the Church of England? For 
What Laws and Orders do the Clergy 
| 2 10” the. Mixture? 8 ſuppoſe. the Gentleman 


break by a- 


— 


WhO 


| 


N 


Z , 
who made this Objection wouldnot have neglectel 
to produce them, if they had been any where to be 8 
found. Then for the laſt of the Archbiſhop's:Que- 
ries, will the: Clergy ever atiany| Time preach: falfe, 
heretical, ſchiſmatical or ſeditious Doctrine, Which 
might ſeduce the People into Parties to the Diſturbance 


* 


of the publick Peace and Unity either in Church or 


State? As to the Neceſſity of the Mixture there will 
be no more: faid about it. And n 
foreign, unleſs it can be ſhewn, that the Lawfultieſs 


of uſing mixt Wine, and praying for the Faithful de- 


parted, and offering 1 the Elements in 
the Service and Words of our Church are falfe, he- 
reticalz ſchiſmatical, or ſeditious, which, aſſuredly 


chat great and good Archbiſhop never thought. But 


this I will venture to ſay, that he wou'd have been 
highly diſpleas'd with thoſe who ſhou'd deny the 
Lawfulneſs of the Mixture, or that the Church of 
England has all the other Ufages in her Office. For 
I make no. Queſtion, but the Archbiſhop; believ'd 
theſe Uſages Apoſtolical, as will appear from his 
Sermon at the Conſecration of ſeven Biſnops, Where 
ſpeakitig of Rites, | Ceremonies or Conſtitutions A- 
poſtolical he bas tbeſe very remarkable Words: 
%% And now if any demand, where theſe Conſtitu- 
e tions Apoſtolical are to be found, I ſhall not ſend 
-<c, them to Glemens's Book, that bears that Name, 
e hut to the univerſal Practiee of the ancient Church, 
t in which they are ſtill in great Part viſible, and 
e thence handed over to Poſterity by Tradition and 
Conformity of Practice, and by Degrees inſerted 


into the Canons of the old Councils, as Occaſion 


* Was offer'd, and into the ¶ Liturgies I of ſeveral. 


% Churches.“ From whence I make no Doubt to 


conclude, that his Grace to reſtore the Unity of che 5 


Church, ;wou'd have made the ſame Agreement and 
Declarations the preſent: Biſhops have done, and have 
cenſur deno body for endeavburing after a Confor- 
mity to What he himſelf did moſt certainly believe 
to be Apoſtolical Practice: Since a Perſon of his 
as 7 9 5 ow 
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. Sw; ra@tis'd 457 wwe aheicht Clutch and were the noe 
Sbanded prer- to Poſterity, | 
into? the old Councils ant are to be found in the Li- 


; 0 whac was the 
mot be amifs' :ralogk int 4 Book dediested to him, 
Which no Doubt he highly. 


Biſhop"! Beveridge | 
| ä which is the Book 1 mean, ſyfficiene- 


diſſo nant to the common Belief of 


Church flourifh'd in her 
2 S left bythe Apoſtles; That all 


. ht to be reform'd 
| — armer un 


by the Church of Hugland. 


IL 86 JJ. ET 
; :eeu'd-: not but kibw liebs bas 


Ales 


and by Degrees inſertec ; 
'To'evidendce' farther,” | 


turgies uf a che Churebesc 
great Frelate, it will 


inton'of: this 


apptov'd of; las alt che 
Jearned 'Divides of our Churck have ever done; Now 
in. the) Preface” to his Cader Cans- 


dy intanates that the Müörture is not rejected by our 

Churche It is" his Prineiple there, that we t to 
erin thoſe Rites. and Doctrines which all Churches 
-every.:' where: agreed in: That tee * 

iſtians, chan 

1 think,” that the Doctrine or Diſcipline inſti-. 

Apoſtles was corrupted ot ahy Way 


ated by the 
"chang A by their next Succeſſors; That  there' is no 
Daulse but that for the firÞ three Centuries the 
primitive Vigour and Vir- 
to wir, in the ſame State in which the 
partioular Churches 

the Primitive Partern; That 
this Rule,  rojeffing nothing. but 
Gabor eter wahoard of or reſofted# by the univerſal 
lunch. And in the Book itſeff he tells us; it we 


Durity, 


Want t know what” the firſt Profeffors of our Kell. 


_—_— in their k Congregations,” we can con- 
k no Body better han Juſtin Atartyr! Now. he 
ys Brend and 4 Cu of Wine and Wii was offer'd. 


2 Ae. he ſays e that St. Juſtin hete de- 
ſoribes the Apnfoliet Diſciplize' of the firſt Chriſtians 


in their publiek e From all Which tis ve- 
vy naturab to ſuppoſe ir was the Opinion of both 
theſe leauned relates that the Uſe of mitt Wine is 
not rejected,” bur rather reraln'd: and recommended 
Beſides I can gie poti- 

tive Evidence his Grace did not Bbeheve the Mixture 
mas rejeted by tuo Church ot England, - 2 
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Ai . 
1s ve- 
both 
ine is 


ariſcicion. 
ture was us'd. conſtapely,.. and he did Things 


nom look upon 41 25 Sontfary -t 6 of 


Mhen himſe DE an take the Liberty 


the Mixture abfolutely rere 


Was then 


_ naturally. end. io break the'Vhtiry of the Church, uh 


a8 Past ; 
to fer well « iſp os'd Chriſtians at Variance” With each 


Book, wherein [hay&reprgſented 
Tranſubſtantiation. Now tho' L think it abſolutely 


1. Us ee Was 0 his: | wn Pala 
ion. When he viſited chat Church, 


i and, 
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102 een 1 to; ur Author.” He is. In | 


eat Cho 2 and boo 78 95 that a certain wor- 
Perſon bas thou tto alte 
foe Particulars with regatd to the Meaning" oF our | 
Lixurgy. Hur why mayn t he change for che barter,” | 
of altering bis 
I for "34 worſe?” Now be is beconte ToVe- 
ry Orthodox and ftrait-lac'd; that unlefs We u e, 
, he wou'd. : not com 
municate With. 8. 159, 1 n greed' With bim in « 
ever 45 51 elle. But if e e ever for cloſt 
upon the act Pro ofats, wherein we were allow 
= declare f 57 the e ot all the Som ths | 
ulty. of the ſame. ern Orthidaty © with 
which he charges. Pr 69/0, And hente We —_— | 
ceive, that bis Memory 18 as ſhort as other | 
and that, W eee all his fair Pretenee 40 4D 
ſolemn, 8 ef his Deſire of Peace, wech is 
indeed ſo lovely 2 bing, that even its greateſt And 
moſtayow'd Fnokfine can't but for Shame countetfeit 


an Inclination for it, he willfillly entertains ſuch No. e 


tions and Principles, . as through theft extreme Rigout | 


by.s allowing none to be Orthodox but thofe who 6 | 
bimſelf endeavours with all his Mi 


other and 97 NY os 


"it he can, a'Diviſion = 
the World's End. 
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HE is pleas'd to call upon me to rews® ain 1 . 
ſaid of the new Fe eee, ee in p. 15 of my 
as if it favour 4 


unlawful to uſe vas or any 1 9 but that e- 
8 ſtabli 


1 his Sentittients*i in + 5 5 1 . 
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